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REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS 


1926 


THE SEVENTY-FIRST ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING (in accordance 
with Rule XIII) was held at Guildford, at the Guildhall, by kind 
invitation of the Mayor of Guildford, on Saturday, May 15th, 1926, 
at 3.15 p.m.: the President in the Chair. 


The Honorary Secretary read the Notice convening the Meeting. 


The Minutes of the last Annual General Meeting were read and 
adopted. 


The Accounts and Report, printed and in the hands of Members, 
were taken as read. 


REPORT OF COUNCIL 
FoR THE YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 3IST, 1925 


THE COUNCIL OF THE SURREY ARCHZOLOGICAL SOCIETY has 
pleasure in presenting this, its SEVENTY-FirsT ANNUAL REPORT, 
together with the Cash AccounTs and STATEMENT OF ASSETS 
AND LIABILITIES for the period named. 


PUBLICATIONS.—The Council regret that it cannot yet report a 
complete recovery from the effects of the War on publication. 
During the year the volume of Collections mentioned in last year’s 
Report was published and a new volume has been put together 
and is at present in the Press. The volume upon Surrey Stained 
Glass has made further progress, and the whole of the coloured 
plates for it have been struck off ; but the completion of the letter- 
press has been found to involve an actual examination in situ of 
all the glass named and this, it need hardly be said, has proved 
a very laborious matter. The Council hopes, however, and believes 
that the end of this is now in sight. 


Upon another side the pre-War standard is also very difficult 
of attainment—that of bulk. Costs of printing have gone up by 
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about 100 per cent., and though the Society’s membership is (as 
will be seen below) very satisfactory, it is not large enough to make 
good such a deficiency. Members have it in their own hands, by 
increasing the Society’s numbers, to add to the funds available 
for publications. The only other method—that of raising the 
subscription—the Council has considered and (interpreting, it 
believes, the wishes of most members) rejected. Meanwhile, in 
order to make a more bindable volume, and to save somewhat in 
indexing, it contemplates reverting for a while to the old practice 
by which two yearly issues were counted as forming sufficient 
material for one binding. 


The Number now in the press contains, among other matter, 
articles and notes upon “ Charlwood Church and its Wall 
Paintings,” with illustrations, by Philip M. Johnston, F.S.A., 
F.R.1L.B.A. ; “St. Leonard’s Chapel, Preston,” by Sir Henry 
Lambert, K.C.M.G., C.B. ; “‘ A Burial of the Iron Age at Waddon,” 
by Prescott Row; and “ Dawes’ Diary.” 


The Council calls special attention to a note as to Volume XXXV 
of the Collections issued with this Report. 


THE OFFICERS OF THE SociETy.—Towards the end of the year 
Mr. A. E. Whitley, upon his appointment to a post as Assistant 
at the Birmingham Art Gallery, found it necessary to resign his 
position as Honorary Secretary, and the Council, after anxious 
discussion, decided to split up the office, appointing a General 
Honorary Secretary, an Honorary Editor and an Honorary 
Excursions Secretary, with a small Sub-Committee to assist each 
of the two last named. These posts have now been filled by the 
appointment of Mr. H. Mordaunt Rogers (Honorary Secretary), 
Mrs. R. Grenside (Honorary Editor), and Mr. G. Bridgmore Brown 
(Honorary Excursions Secretary) ; to all of whom it desires here 
to extend a hearty welcome. During the last two months of the 
year Mr. Hilary Jenkinson acted as Honorary Secretary pro tempore. 


MUSEUM AND LiBRARY.—The usual additions by way of exchange 
and otherwise were made during the year ; some reference to them 
will be found in the Collections ; the addition of some earthenware 
pipes of Roman date, from Farnham, may be specially mentioned. 
The whole question of the future of the Library and Museum was 
the subject of much discussion during the year and of investigations 
by a Committee specially appointed, and it is probably within the 
knowledge of members that certain proposals for improvement 
have been made locally. It would at present be premature to 
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discuss these, but the Council has naturally been much interested 
in them. Members will, of course, be duly consulted as to any 
change in existing arrangements which may ultimately be proposed. 


The Council would chronicle under this title the grievous loss 
which it and the Society suffered in the death, during the period 
under notice, of Mr. Gilbert H. White, whose ready tact and wide 
knowledge of Members of the Society and of local conditions had 
for many years been of immense service ; his is a place which will 
not easily be filled. 


SURREY REcorRDs.—The Council again appeals to Members who 
do not already do so to aid in the excellent work which is being 
accomplished by the SURREY REcorD SociETy, whose Honorary 
Secretary will be very glad to hear of any proposed new members. 
That Society has issued recently a volume (Surrey Pipe Rolls) of 
exceptional interest, which has been received with particular 
favour by the various Historical periodicals ; and has in hand a 
general Guide to Surrey Records, which should prove of great use to 
all Archzologists who find it necessary (as most now do) to have 
recourse to Manuscript sources. In this Connection the Council 
would notice with satisfaction the investigation into local resources 
in the shape of Parish Records carried out recently by the SURREY 
County Council. It has also to mention a matter which should 
bulk more largely in future Reports—the investigations now being 
conducted by the Master of the Rolls into the existence and condition 
of Manorial Records over which an Amendment of the Law of 
Property Act, 1924, gives him new powers as from the beginning 
of the year 1926. This movement cannot fail to be of great import- 
ance to Local Historians and the question of housing and custody 
which will presently arise will undoubtedly concern them closely. 
The Council has been in touch with a Committee appointed by 
the Master of the Rolls on this subject. 


SURVEY AND EXcAVATIONS.—A most important piece of work 
during the year was that conducted by Mr. Lowther and others at 
Ashtead, where important Roman remains were brought to light. 
It is hoped that more may be heard of these later in the Society’s 
publications. The same may be said of the investigations of the 
site of Merton Priory, which were brought to a conclusion by Colonel 
H. F. Bidder and the late Canon Westlake during this year ; also 
a proposal, which it hopes may yet bear fruit, for the excavation 
of the site of Albury Manor and a similar proposal with regard to 
Preston in Banstead. Another matter to be chronicled here is 
the threatened destruction of the Camp in St. George’s Hill, Wey- 
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bridge, concerning which the Council has been in active corre- 
spondence. 


Here, again, the Council has to record with deep regret a severe 
loss to the Society in the death of Mr. Albany F. Major, F.S.A., 
whose enthusiasm had for many years been a chief support of the 
work of the Earthworks Committee of the Congress of Archzological 
Societies and who had in recent years organized for the Surrey 
Archeological Society both its contribution to the work of the 
Ordnance Survey and the List of Surrey Antiquities which it had 
submitted, as worthy of scheduling, to H.M. Inspector of Ancient 
Monuments and the Office of Works. Here once more is a gap 
which will not readily be filled. The scheduling of Surrey Monu- 
ments will, it is hoped, be the subject of a note in the next volume 
of Collections. A detailed note on objects which specially require 
support will be found in the Collections. 


There is a shortage, owing to accident, in the stock of Volume 
XXXV, and the Council would be prepared to repurchase a limited 
number. Members who would care to dispose of copies are asked to 
communicate as soon as possible with the Honorary Secretary. 


The Council proposes to raise at the Annual Meeting the question 
of the possibility of establishing a Special Excavation and Research 
Fund. 


Excursions.—During the year Members of the Society visited 
Southwark Cathedral and the neighbourhoods of Godalming and 
Chipstead; and (outside the County) the town of Colchester. 
The Council takes this opportunity of thanking all who by their 
personal efforts and by hospitality assisted to make these occasions 
successful. In June it is proposed to have a whole day excursion 
to Lewes. In July a whole day excursion to Charlwood, Newdigate 
and neighbourhood. In September a Saturday afternoon excursion 
to Bramley. 


LrecturRES.—The Council has not re-issued this year its list of 
Lecturers who would be prepared to give special popular Jectures 
during the winter months on subjects of interest to local archzolo- 
gists. A number of such lectures were, however, organized and 
the Council would welcome suggestions for further arrangements 
in this connection, believing such lectures to be a valuable contribu- 
tion and aid to its work. 


LocaL WorkK.—The Council is still too much dependent on a 
small body of regular supporters upon whom it has to rely for active 
work and for contributions to the Society’s publications. It 
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would remind members that there cannot be too much local repre- 
sentation of the Society’s interests, local watching of develop- 
ments either hostile or friendly to the objects the Society has in 
view, and local recording of Archeological facts. The Honorary 
Secretary and Honorary Editor are not only ready but anxious 
either to give or receive information and to get in touch with all 
active local antiquaries. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE SociETY.—Two deaths have been already 
referred to ; besides these the Society has lost by death or resigna- 
tion 35 Members; while New Members elected during the year 
amounted to 46. 


The subscribing membership of the Society stands at present 
at 551. 


CounciL.—During the year a vacancy was filled by the election 
of Brigadier-General W. L. White, C.B., C.M.G. 


Under Rule XII, the following retire but are eligible for re- 
election: C. R. Peers, Esq., F.S.A.; W. E. St. L. Finny, Esq., 
M.D., J.P.; Edwin Hart, Esq.; H. E. Malden, Esq., M.A., 
F.R.Hist.Soc. ; R. Garraway Rice, Esq., J.P., F.S.A.; Hilary Jenkin- 
son, Esq., M.A., F.S.A.; Sir William Wells, F.S.A.; Brig.-Gen. 
W. L. White, C.B., C.M.G. 
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1927 


THE SEVENTY-SECOND ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING (in accord- 
ance with Rule XIII) was held at Guildford, at the Guildhall, by 
kind invitation of the Mayor of Guildford, on Saturday, May 7th, 
1927, at 3 p.m.: the President in the Chair. 


The Honorary Secretary read the Notice convening the Meeting. 


The Minutes of the last Annual General Meeting were read and 
adopted. 


The Accounts and Report, printed and in the hands of Members, 
were taken as read. 


REPORT OF COUNCIL 


For the Year ending December 31st, 1926. 


THE COUNCIL OF THE SURREY ARCHZOLOGICAL SOCIETY has 
great pleasure in presenting this, its SEVENTY-SECOND ANNUAL 
Report, together with the CasH AccouNnTs and STATEMENT OF 
ASSETS AND LIABILITIES for the period named. 


PUBLICATIONS.—Volume XXXVII, Part I, of the Surrey Archeo- 
logical Collections has appeared during the year, and Part II is now 
in preparation. Attached to the latter will be a copy of the Revised 
Rules approved at the Annual General Meeting on June 26th. 


Loan oF BiocKs.—The Council has been able from time to time 
to lend blocks for prints which have appeared in the Collections 
to Members of the Society and others for publications approved 
by them. 


CORRESPONDENCE.—A great deal of matter has been dealt with 
by correspondence, whether originating from members or non- 
members. 

ix 
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MUSEUM AND LiBRARY.—The usual additions by way of exchange 
and otherwise were made during the year ; some reference to them 
will be found in the Collections. 

A great deal of binding is necessary in the Library and an appeal 
is made to the generosity of members. 

Several gifts have been made to the Museum during the last 
year, amongst them being Coins, Tokens, Old Horse Shoes, Old 
English Clay Pipes, Saxon Pottery Vessels, two Bellarmine Jugs, 
and two Surrey Flails. Several interesting Maps, Books, Papers 
and Drawings have also been presented. 

Miss Olive Heath and Mrs. Box have made a list of surplus 
volumes of the Collections and it is proposed to sell these for the 
financial benefit of the Society. Considerable progress has been 
made with the re-cataloguing of the Library, with the assistance 
of Miss Scott. Mr. Gilbert Bailey has sent to the Council the List 
of Museum Exhibits compiled by the late Mr. Gilbert White. A 
reinsurance of the exhibits and contents has been arranged in the 
sum of £2,000. 


SURREY REcoRDs.—During the past year the Surrey Record 
Society has published a Guide to the Surrey Records, Public Record 
Office Section, by M. S. GruseEppt, I.S.0., F.S.A., this forming the 
first number of the Scheme outlined in the Introductory Section 
to the Guide by Hilary Jenkinson, F.S.A., which was recently 
issued to our members. This Society is in urgent need of support 
and would welcome new members; and the Council cannot too 
strongly urge its claim. It is felt that the “ Guide ”’ in particular 
should appeal to a wider public than it reaches at present, in view 
of its general utility. 


PRESERVATION OF ANCIENT MONUMENTS.—A large amount of 
correspondence has taken place with regard to the preservation 
of the British Camp at St. George’s Hill, Weybridge, and every 
effort is being made in this direction. Mr. Percy H. Webb, Mrs. 
Grenside and Dr. Eric Gardner, F.S.A., were constituted a Sub- 
Committee, and the Council are not without hope that their efforts 
may meet with success. 

Building operations seem likely to commence at Addington Park 
under a Croydon Town Planning Scheme. It is hoped that the 
Henry VIII Shooting Box and the tumuli may be preserved. 
If the tumuli have to be destroyed permission to take plans and 
photos and to excavate will be sought. 


SURVEY AND ExcAvaATION.—The Excavations and Research Fund 
inaugurated at the last Annual General Meeting by Lord Onslow 
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has grown. Contributions from the Fund were made, at the 
instance of Sir Henry Lambert, towards the excavations of the 
Roman Villa at Ashtead, and at that of Col. Bidder, F.S.A., 
towards the excavations at Merton Abbey. 

Dr. W. E. St. Lawrence Finny, J.P., Mayor of Kingston, reported 
that he excavated and located the site of the Chapel of St. Mary, 
which was destroyed in 1730, and which Aubrey, writing about 1673, 
says was the Church of the Coronations of the Kings crowned at 
Kingston. Graves had been dug across its foundations, but he 
found part of the east wall and adjoining floor with tiles im situ, 
also the foundations of the south-east and south-west corners, and 
part of the south wall and greater part of the floor of the Tudor 
porch. The north wall of St. Mary’s Chapel was in a line with the 
south wall of the present south transept. On the floor of the 
Chapel about its centre he also found some floor tiles, which Mr. 
P. M. Johnston, F.S.A., dates at 1050, 1210 and 1220 A.D. He 
made drawings of them, and Dr. Finny had a Surveyor’s plan 
made of the excavations before they were covered in again. A 
stone with Saxon carving on it, which Mr. P. M. Johnston, F.S.A., 
thinks is seventh century, is being reproduced in the Journal of 
the British Archeological Association. The British Archzo- 
logical Association made an inspection of these discoveries on 
October 29th. 


Some neolithic or Bronze Age animal bones have been excavated 
from Sunbury Lock; also antlers which had been used as picks. 
Dr. Eric Gardner, F.S.A., reported that from Thames dredgings 
he obtained a set of sickles up to Elizabethan times. 


Building operations are threatened at Woodhill, Farley Heath, 
and it is thought that Roman remains may be found. It is hoped 
to obtain consent from the owners that any excavations shall be 
under the supervision of the Society, in order that any finds may 
be preserved to the owners. 


CATERHAM CHURCH.—Mr. Philip M. Johnston, F.S.A., is restoring 
Caterham Old Church, and has discovered Norman, thirteenth 


and fourteenth century work ; also the start of a Norman apse in 
south wall. 


Ashtead Manor.—Four bundles of parchment, being Court 
Rolls of the Manor, have been found and sent to the Surrey Record 
Society to be classified, and are now in Kingston Museum. Other 
matters relating to Court Rolls are dealt with in the Report of the 
Surrey Record Society. 
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VoL. XXXV.—Owing to an accident there was a great shortage 
in the stock of this volume. The appeal in this Report last year 
resulted in some 20 volumes being presented or purchased. The 
Society would still like to have more, if possible. 


Excursions.—The Council has already arranged a Meeting to 
take place at Kingston at the end of May, under the auspices of the 
Mayor, Dr. W. E. St. Lawrence Finny, J.P. 


It is probable that the excursion to Lewes, postponed last year 
owing to the General Strike, may be arranged this summer. 


Loca, WorK AND LocaL SECRETARIES.—The Rev. G. S. Bird, 
Local Secretary for Bookham, and the Rev. F. W. Cobb, Local 
Secretary for Alfold, have both left, and so far no new local secre- 
taries have been appointed in their place. 


Mr. J. H. W. Pilcher, Mr. S. Hazell and Mr. J. H. Norris have 
kindly consented to act as Local Secretaries for Egham, Lingfield 
and Guildford respectively. 


It cannot be sufficiently emphasised how necessary it is to have 
local secretaries to keep the Society in touch with matters of local 
interest, and volunteers for any unrepresented districts will be 
gladly welcomed. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE SocIETY.—The Society has lost by death 
15 Members, and by resignation 23 Members. Among the deaths 
the Council has to mention with deep regret those of Mr. P. G. 
Palmer, Master of the Hospital of the Blessed Trinity, Guildford, 
who had been a Member for thirty-four years ; and of the Rev 
Gerald S. Davies, Master of the Charterhouse, and an honoured 
Member of the Council. 


New Members elected during the year total to 55. 


The membership of the Society stands at present at 566. 


COUNCIL AND OFFICERS OF THE SociETy.—The Rt. Hon. the 
Viscount Cave, P.C., G.C.M.G., and the Bishop of Southwark 
(Dr. Cyril Garbutt) have been elected Vice-Presidents. 

Under Rule XII the following Members of the Council retire 
but are eligible for election after one year : W. Bruce Bannerman, 
Esq., F.S.A.; The Rev. John K. Floyer, D.D., F.S.A.; Eric 
Gardner, Esq., M.B., F.S.A.; The Rev. J. E. Jagger; Philip M. 
Johnston, Esq., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A.; Sir Henry C. M. Lambert, 
K.C.M.G., C.B. 
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The Council would suggest the election to the Council of Miss 
Olive M. Heath, Canon Livett, Mr. W. C. Berwick Sayers (Librarian 
of Public Library, Croydon), Dr. Wilfrid Hooper and Mr. J. H. 
Norris. 

As Honorary Auditors the Council would suggest the re-election 
of Mr. R. W. Strickland and Dr. J. G. Taylor. 

The Council regrets to report the resignation of Mr. G. Bridgmore 
Brown, the Hon. Excursions Secretary. 
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1928 


THE SEVENTY-THIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING (in accord- 
ance with Rule XIII) was held at Guildford, at the Guildhall, by 
kind invitation of the Mayor of Guildford, on Saturday, May 12th, 
1928, at 3 p.m.: the President in the Chair. 


The Honorary Secretary read the Notice convening the Meeting. 


The Minutes of the last Annual General Meeting were read and 
adopted. 


The Accounts and Report, printed and in the hands of Members, 
were taken as read. 


REPORT OF COUNCIL 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 3IST, 1927. 


THE COUNCIL OF THE SURREY ARCHOLOGICAL SOCIETY has 
great pleasure in presenting this, its SEVENTY-THIRD ANNUAL 
REPORT, together with the CAsH AccounTs and STATEMENT OF 
ASSETS AND LIABILITIES for the period named. 


PUBLICATIONS.—Volume XXXVII, Part 2, will shortly appear. 

The Council has pleasure in reporting that the book on Stained 
Glass in Surrey, by Dr. A. V. Peatling, which was left uncompleted 
owing to his death, has now been completed by Mr. A. C. Eeles, 
and is now in the press. 


MUSEUM AND LiBRARY.—At the end of the year it was reported 
to the Council by Mr. Gilbert Bailey, Hon. Sec. to the Joint Com- 
mittee of the Guildford Borough and Surrey Archeological Society’s 
Museum, that there was a possibility in the near future of the 
Committee being able to acquire possession of the Garage premises 
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adjoining the Museum. It was decided to press this matter for- 
ward and Mr. Hilary Jenkinson, F.S.A., and Mr. J. H. Norris 
were requested by the Council to attend as its representatives 
to meet to discuss the matter. 

On the retirement of Mrs. Edwards, after fifty-seven years at 
Castle Arch, and after many years of faithful service, a new 
Custodian has been appointed, who will be in daily attendance at 
the Library. 

The Society gave Mrs. Edwards a gratuity in recognition of her 
services. 

The Council has decided that Members may have the opportunity 
of purchasing old volumes of the Collections up to the year 1920, 
of which there are more than ten in stock, on exceptionally favour- 
able terms. 

The Library Committee sent a recommendation to the Council 
that the money obtained from the sale of the surplus stock be 
applied to carry out arrears of necessary binding and repairs at 
the discretion of the Sub-Committee. The Council approved. 

Nearly 400 books have been bound and several more are to be 
bound. 

The Library Committee further recommended that a hearty vote 
of thanks be given to Miss Heath, Mr. and Mrs. Box and Miss 
Scott for the work they have done in connection with the Library, 
as it is considered to be of great value to the Society and deserving 
of record and acknowledgment. The Society’s thanks are due to 
those Members who so generously contributed to the bookbinding 
fund. It is to be hoped that further subscriptions may be forth- 
coming this year so that the necessary binding may be completed. 


PRESERVATION OF ANCIENT MONUMENTS.—A great deal of time 
on the part of Lord Onslow, P.C., Mr. Percy H. Webb, M.B.E., 
F.R.N.S., and the Council was spent in an endeavour to preserve 
the British Camp at St. George’s Hill, Weybridge. Considerable 
correspondence took place with the owner and a meeting was held 
on the spot in the hope of inducing him to offer to sell the Camp 
only, but he insisted that the area to be sold must be 23 a. 3 r. 23 p., 
for which he required the sum of £18,000. He stipulated that 
£500 deposit be paid within a fortnight and forfeited if the purchase 
was not completed in 3} months. He further stipulated that no 
public appeal must be made. As the terms were considered im- 
possible, nothing could be done. 

Correspondence took place both with the Society for Protection 
of Ancient Buildings and with a Society which came into being 
this year for the Preservation of Ancient Cottages. The attention 
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of these Societies was drawn to Bilshurst Cottages, Lingfield ; 
Cottages in Brewer Street, Bletchingley, and Vine Cottage, Lower 
Green, Mitcham. 

The Town Clerk of Guildford was informed that the Society 
proposes to make a schedule of old domestic and non-ecclesiastical 
buildings in Surrey of archeological, architectural and historical 
interest, and proposes to make a start at Guildford. The Town 
Clerk wrote expressing his pleasure and approbation. 

Correspondence has taken place between the Council and Members 
and others with regard to Shalford Old Mill, Bull’s, High Street, 
Guildford, and the preservation of ancient milestones throughout 
the County. 


SURVEY AND EXcAVvATION.—Work on the excavation of the 
Roman Villa at Ashtead during 1927 was continued under the 
direction of Mr. Anthony Lowther and Mr. A. R. Cotton. This 
was badly hampered by the excessive rain. For most of the three 
months available the ground was badly waterlogged and at times 
work was only made possible by cutting ditches and draining 
off the water. One part where the earlier foundations lie at a 
greater depth than the later work has to be left over till 1928. A 
full report of the discoveries will appear in the Collections. 


INTERESTING DISCOVERIES.—Major Benton Fletcher wrote 
stating that at Cedar House, Cobham, he had discovered a 
“Great Hall’ and other features of interest. Mr. Philip M. 
Johnston, F.S.A., who had seen them, thinks that the curved 
purlins show evidence of a date in the fifteenth century and states 
that the curved collars are unusual but not unknown elsewhere. 


EXCURSIONS : 

KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES.—Ninety-seven were present last May 
at this Meeting, under the guidance of Alderman W. E. St. Lawrence 
Finny, J.P. (Member of the Council). The Town Hall, the Parish 
Church, and the recently discovered foundations of the Chapel of 
St. Mary (adjoining), Lovekyn Chapel and the Almshouses were 
all visited. 


Lewes.—On Saturday, July 23rd, a most interesting whole 
day excursion took place here. Mr. Walter H. Godfrey, F.S.A., 
F.R.I.B.A., undertook the direction of the party and under his 
guidance and explanation visits were paid to the Castle, Bull 
House (his interesting old Residence), West Gate Chapel, St. Anne’s 
Church, St. John’s, Southover, Priory Ruins, and Anne of Cleves 
House. 
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After tea Mr. J. H. Every, J.P., conducted those who could 
stay to the Phoenix Iron Works, where they inspected his very 
fine collection of Sussex Iron Work. 

The Meeting was well attended. 


BETCHWORTH, NEWDIGATE AND CAPEL were visited by road 
from Dorking on September 6th. Betchworth and Newdigate 
Churches were seen before luncheon, under the guidance of Mr. 
Philip M. Johnston ; the fine timber tower at Newdigate, and the 
fact that each of these churches possesses a chest of the primitive 
gouged-out tree-trunk type, were duly noted among the features 
of interest. During the afternoon Cudworth Manor, a moated 
House with a fifteenth-century barn and charming gardens in 
Newdigate parish, and Misbrook, a picturesque farmhouse in Capel, 
were thrown open to the Society by the courtesy of Dr. French and 
Mrs. Droop, the respective owners, and explanatory addresses were 
given by Mr. H. E. Malden, with additional remarks upon 
architectural points by Mr. Johnston. Capel Church—where Mr. 
Johnston again officiated—was under extensive repair, and was 
partially visible. The party numbered more than 100, despite 
bad weather. The preliminary arrangements were made by 
Messrs. Bonner and Malden, and during the meeting the newly 
appointed Excursions Secretary, Mr. R. E. Norton, was person- 
ally introduced to the Society. 


ASHTEAD MEETING.—About 150 attended this meeting and 
inspected the foundations of the Roman Villa which the excava- 
tions carried out during the year by Mr. Lowther had revealed. 
The remains were most ably described by Mr. Anthony Lowther 
and Mr. A. R. Cotton, as the large party had to form itself into two 
groups. Particular interest was taken in the system of drainage 
and central heating. 

Afterwards the party adjourned to tea at Epsom and to visit 
the fine collection of interesting finds housed at Epsom—the 
exhibition and sale of some resulting in about {50 being obtained, 
thus providing funds for further excavations to be undertaken. 


THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE SOCIETY stands at present at 587, 
There have been 10 deaths and 17 resignations, and 55 New Members 
were elected during the year. 


COUNCIL AND OFFICERS OF THE SociETy.—Bishop Greig, of 
Guildford, was elected a Vice-President. Under Rule IV the 
following Members retire and are not eligible for re-election for 
twelve months: Lieut.-Col. H. F. Bidder, D.S.O., F.S.A.; Lieut.- 
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Col. F. A. Heygate Lambert, F.S.A.; Harold Falkner, Esq. ; 
Brig.-Gen. W. L. White, C.B., C.M.G.; Percy H. Webb, Esq ; 
M.B.E., F.R.N.S.; C. R. Peers, Esq., C.B.E., F.S.A. 

The Council would suggest the following names to fill the 
vacancies: Dr. Eric Gardner, M.B., F.S.A.; Philip M. Johnston, 
Esq., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. ; The Rev. John K. Floyer, D.D., F.S.A. ; 
Sir Henry C. M. Lambert, K.C.M.G., C.B.; A. R. Cotton, Esq., 
F.S.A.; The Rev. Mark J. Simmonds. 

The Council was fortunate in the autumn in securing the services 
of Mr. R. E. Norton as Hon. Excursions Secretary. 


Members are reminded that the Hon. Editor will be pleased to 
receive notes upon local matters of interest and original papers. 
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SURREY ARCH ZOLOGICAL SOCIETY 


CASTLE ARCH, GUILDFORD. 


Patron. 
HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS THE DUKE OF YORK. 


President. 
The Right Honourable the EARL OF ONSLOW, P.C., F.S.A. 


V ice-Presidents. 


His Grace the Right Hon. and Most Reverend LORD DAVIDSON 
of Lambeth, P.C., G.C.V.O. 
His Grace the DUKE OF NORTHUMBERLAND, 
K.G., C.B.E., M.V.O. 
His Grace the DUKE OF SUTHERLAND. 
The Right Hon. EARL BEATTY, P.C., G.C.B., O.M. 
The Right Hon. the EARL OF LOVELACE, D.S.O. 
The Right Hon. the EARL OF MIDLETON, K.P. 
The Right Hon. LORD FARRER, F.S.A. 
The Right Hon. SIR FREDERICK POLLOCK, Bart., K.C., 
LL.D., F.S.A. 
Sir EDWARD W. BRABROOK, C.B., F.S.A. 
Sir H. COSMO BONSOR, Bart., D.L. 
Sir EDGAR HORNE. 
Rev. GERALD H. RENDALL, Lit.D. 
F. F. SMALLPIECE, J.P. 
Sir T. CATO WORSFOLD, Bart., LL.D., D.L., J.P. 
The Right Reverend The BISHOP OF GUILDFORD. 
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Council : 


Lieut.-Col. H. F. BIDDER, D.S.O., F.S.A. 
Lieut.-Gen. Sir ALFRED BINGLEY, K.C.LE., C.B. 
Dr. W. S. COLMAN. 

ARTHUR R. COTTON, F.S.A. 

W. S. FIELD. 

Rev. J. K. FLOYER, D.D., F.S.A. 

Dr. ERIC GARDNER, F.S.A. 

EDWIN HART, F.S.A. 

Miss O. M. HEATH. 

WILFRID HOOPER, LL.D. 

PHILLIP M. JOHNSTON, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. 
Sir HENRY C. LAMBERT, K.C.M.G., C.B. 
RICHARD H. G. LEVESON-GOWER. 
Rev. Canon G. M. LIVETT, F.S.A. 

H. E. MALDEN, M.A., F.R.Hist.Soc. 

Rev. E. J. NEWILL. 

Capt. C. M. H. PEARCE. 

W. C. BERWICK SAYERS. 

Rev. MARK G. SIMMONDS. 

Sir WILLIAM WELLS, F.S.A. 

ERNEST WOODS. 


Co-opted Members: 


W. E. ST. LAWRENCE FINNY, M.D., J.P. 
M. S. GIUSEPPI, I.S.0., F.S.A. 

HILARY JENKINSON, F.S.A. 

H. E. MALDEN, M.A., F.R.Hist.Soc. 

MILL STEPHENSON, B.A., F.S.A. 

R. GARRAWAY RICE, J.P., F.S.A. 
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Trustees— 


The Right Hon. the EARL OF ONSLOW, P.C., F.S.A. 
ARTHUR BONNER, F.S.A. 


Honorary Treasurer— 
ARTHUR BONNER, F.S.A., 
38, Cursitor Street, London, E.C.4. 
(Telephone : Holborn 9634.) 


Honorary Secretary— 
H. MORDAUNT ROGERS, 
37, Bruton Street, London, W.1. 
(Telephone: Mayfair 2454.) 


Honorary Secretary to the Excursions Committee— 
R. W. STRICKLAND, 
5/6, Clement’s Inn, W.C.z. 


Honorary Editor— 
Mrs. DOROTHY GRENSIDE, 
Lob’s Wood, Weybridge. 
(Telephone: Weybridge 515.) 


Bankers— 


MARTINS BANK LIMITED, 
Cocks Biddulph Branch, 43, Charing Cross, London, S.W.1. 


Librarian and Curator— 


F. H. ELSLEY, 
Castle Arch, Guildford. 
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Honorary Local Secretaries— 


ALBURY..............--Miss OLIVE M. HEATH. 


ALDERSHOT ...... J. H. Grsson, M.D. 
....-.eARTHUR BONNER, F.S.A. 
BLETCHINGLEY EpwIn Hart, F.S.A. 
F. L. RIcHARpbs. 
CAMBERWEED: M. JoHNsTON, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. 
CEIDDINGFOLD: Mrs. H. C. HALAHAN. 
The Rev. H. P. B. CuHuss. 

W. BrucE BANNERMAN, F.S.A. 

..W. C. BERWICK SAYERS. 
es H. E. MALDEN, M.A., F.R.Hist.Soc. 
J. H. W. PILcHER. 
jJ. E. C. PIrer. 
The Rev. J. K. Floyer, D.D., F.S.A. 
FARNHAM .......+++++++HAROLD FALKNER, F.R.I.B.A. 
GODALMING ...... C. H. Parry, J.P. 
MERE E. W. SWANTON. 


HormBury St. Mary ...Miss JOAN PARKEs. 
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES .W. E. St. L. Fryny, M.D., J.P. 


The Rev. J. E. JAGGER. 

REIGATE ..... seeeeseese dhe Rev. CANON LIvETT, F.S.A. 

SUTTON <0. W. S. FIELD. 

WALLINGTON Mrs. BIRCH. 

WEYBRIDGE Eric GARDNER, M.B., F.S.A. 

WHIMELEDON Sir WILLIAM WELLS, F.S.A. 
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LIST OF MEMBERS. 


Corrected to June 30, 1929. 


Copies of Rules, etc., may be had on application to the Honorary Secretary, 


Any Member intending to withdraw must signify this intention in writing before 
January Ist, otherwise he will be considered liable to pay his subscription 
for the current year. 


It is particularly requested that speedy intimation of any change of residence, 
or errors in addresses, may be sent to the Honorary Secretary. 


The date preceding each name indicates the year in which the name first 


1925 
1925 
1925 
1926 
IgI0 
1916 
1924 
1904 
1921 
IgI0 
1928 


1922 


1927 


appears in the List of Members. 


This * denotes Life Compounders. 
This t denotes rejoined. 


ADAMS, Fletcher, Wroxham, Overton Road, Sutton. 

Adams, Mrs. Fletcher, Wroxham, Overton Road, Sutton. 

Adams, W. A., Lulworth, Red Down Road, Coulsdon. 

Addison, H. L., Barham Lodge, Weybridge. 

Alcock, Miss E., Forest View, East Grinstead, Sussex. 

Allden, Samuel, Headley Lodge, Godalming. 

Allen, G. H., Southbank, Mulgrave Road, Sutton. 

Anderson, Rupert D., Waverley Abbey, Farnham. 

Angier, E. A. V., Hayburn, Church Grove, Hampton Wick. 

Apperson, G. L., I.S.0., 158, Gloucester Terrace, W. 2. 

Arber-Cooke, A., 61, Pepys Road, Cottenham Park, Wimble- 
don, S.W. 20. 

Armitage, Norman C., M.A., 11, Old Square, Lincoln’s Inn, 
W.C. 

Armytage-Moore, C., Winterfold House, Cranleigh. 


1906 Ashcombe, The Right Hon. Lord, Denbies, Dorking. 
*1927 Asher, Mrs. W. C., Round Oak, Weybridge. 

1914 Atheneum Club, 107, Pall Mail, S.W. 1. 

1915 Atkinson, Mrs., Portesbery Hill, Camberley. 

1923 Atkinson, Miss Evelyn, Portesbery Hill, Camberley. 

1926 Atkinson, Miss E. M., Burwood Cottage, Hersham. 

1g12 Atkinson, R. L., M.C., M.A., 1, Oakley Square, N.W. 1. 
*1g10 Attlee, Miss, Rookwood, St. Paul’s Road, Dorking. 


1928 Auckland, D., County Hall, Kingston-upon-Thames. 
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LIST OF MEMBERS, Xxix 


1929 Basponeau, J. T., Normanholt, Tower Hill, Dorking. 

1922 Bacon, Walter, Waveney, Derby Road, Surbiton. 

1925 Baden-Fuller, Frank, 22, Belvedere Grove, Wimbledon S.W. 19. 

*1929 Baily, Miss Agnes, The Ark, Cobham Way, East Horsley. 

1922 Bailey, Miss E. O., Faircroft, Cobham, Surrey. 

1922 Bailey, W. O., Faircroft, Cobham, Surrey. 

1928 Baines, Mrs. M. J., Coombe, Hill View Road, Woking. 

*1925 Ballantyne, Horatio, Copt Hill Court, Copt Hill Lane, Burgh 
Heath. 
1918 Bamber, Mrs., 88, Cambridge Road, Wimbledon, S.W. 20. 
1929 Bamfield, Mrs. K. P., Brackenside, Peaslake, Guildford. 
*1898 Bannerman, W. Bruce, F.S.A., 4, The Waldrons, Croydon. 

1910 Barclay, Edwyn, 3, Hans Crescent, S.W. 1. 

1923 Barclay, Lieut.-Col. R. W., J.P., D.L., Logmore, Dorking. 

1929 Bargman, D. C., Handycot, Calvert Road, Dorking. 

1926 Barling, Mrs. Ivan C., Merstham Grange, Surrey. 

1903 Barlow, C. J., Western Down, Guildown Road, Guildford. 

1912 Barnes, Sir G. S., Fox Holm, Cobham, Surrey. 

1913 Barron, A. L., Clophill, Sandy Lane, Wallington. 

1920 Barton, Capt., F. R., Roundals, Hambledon, Godalming. 

1903 Bashall, John, M.A., Downs Hill, Runfold, Farnham. 

1902 Bates, Ernest, A.R.I.B.A., Winton Croft, Purley Downs Road, 
Purley. 

1922 Bateson, Miss F., Burgate, Godalming. 

1891 Battersea Public Library, Lavender Hill, S.W. 11. 

1922 Bawtree, Harold, Brambleacres, Worcester Road, Sutton. 

1920 Bayley, Harold, Over Bye, Church Cobham, Surrey. 

1922 Beatty, The Right Hon. Earl, G.C.B., O.M., Reigate Priory, 
Reigate. 

1926 Beaver, Hugh, The Dower House, Oatlands Drive, Walton- 
on-Thames. 

1926 Beaumont, H. F., The Old House, Weybridge. 

1921 Beddington, Carshalton, and Wallington Archeological 
Society (Miss E. W. Madder, Hon. Sec., Westcroft Farm 
Cottage, Carshalton). 

1909 Bedwell, C. E. A., 9, Mount Adon Park, East Dulwich, S.E. 22. 

1926 Beeton, Sir Mayson, Highlands, Seven Hills Road, Walton-on- 
Thames. 

1926 Beeton, Lady, Highlands, Seven Hills Road, Walton-on- 
Thames. 

1926 Beeton, Stanley, Corbie Wood, St. George’s Hill, Weybridge. 

1926 Beeton, Mrs. Stanley, Corbie Wood, St. George’s Hill, Wey- 
bridge. 

1926 Bell, Mrs. Maud C., The Cottage, Lingfield. 
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*1902 
*1903 


1909 


1903 
1923 


1919 


*1920 
1g08 
1926 
1925 
1888 
1925 
1924 
1906 


*1889 
1920 


1909 
1898 
1927 
1924 
1926 
1922 


1929 
*1893 


1g2I 
1926 
*1894 
1923 
1927 
IgI0 
1929 
*1894 


SURREY ARCHEOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 


Bell, W. A. Juxon, Pendell Court, Bletchingley, Redhill. 

Berry, Frederick J., Limpsfield, Oxted, Surrey. 

Bevill-Champion, Frederic George, 1060 Park Avenue, New 
York, U.S.A. 

Bidder, Lieut.-Col. H. F., D.S.O., F.S.A., Ravensbury Manor, 
Mitcham. 

Biddulph, G. T., Douglas House, Petersham, Surrey. 

Bingley, Lieut.-Gen. Sir Alfred H., K.C.I.E., C.B., The 
Causey, Cranleigh. 

Binney, Charles N., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., Edgecombe, Walton- 
on-the-Hill, 

Binney, Mrs. E. A., Denmark Road, Carshalton. 

Birch, Mrs., Loraine House, Acre Lane, Wallington. 

Bird, Rev. G. S., Rowledge Vicarage, Hampshire. 

Bird, H., Long Acre, Cranleigh. 

Blacking, W. H. B., Quarry Hill Lodge, Guildford. 

Blake, John S., 38, Montague Road, Richmond. 

Bloxam, R. N., Ockham Rectory, Woking. 

Bluett, G. M., M.R.C.S., Wilmer Lodge, Epsom Rd., Guildford. 

Bonner, Arthur, F.S.A. (Hon. Treasurer), 38, Cursitor Street, 
E.C. 4. 

Bonsor, H. Cosmo, D.L., 38, Belgrave Square, S.W. 1. 

Bosanquet, Rev. B. H., Churt Vicarage, near Farnham. 

Boston Public Library, U.S.A., c/o Bernard Quaritch, 11, 
Grafton Street, W. 1. 

Bouverie, Hon. Stuart Pleydell, High Barn, Godalming. 

Bowyer, Percy A., 101, Grand Avenue, Worthing. 

Box, Mrs. A. M., Wroxeter, Mountside, Guildford. 

Box, D. E. Hazell, Wroxeter, Mountside, Guildford. 

Box, Frank E., Wroxeter, Mountside, Guildford. 

Boxall, Miss Hilda, Averill Lodge, Gloucester Road, Kingston 
Hill. 

Boyden, Mrs. A. K., Holmwood, South Bank, Surbiton. 

Brabrook, Sir E. W., C.B., F.S.A., Langham House, Wal- 
lington. 

Brandreth, Mrs., Heathcroft, Weybridge. 

Bray, Francis Evelyn, Southcote, Horsell, Woking. 

Bremner, A., Atrlie Lodge, Surbiton. 

Bremner, Mrs., Court Cottage, Warlingham. 

Bridger, W., 1, Fairfield South, Kingston-on-Thames. 

Brighton Public Library, Brighton. 

Brittain, Rev. E. R., Hersham Vicarage, Walton-on-Thames. 

Brodie, Sir Benjamin V. S., Bart., M.A., F.S.A., Brockham 

Warren, Betchworth. 
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1926 Brown, G. Bridgmore, Sunnyside, Heathdene Road, Wallington. 

1923 Brown, Mrs. J., Southery, Esher. 

1929 Brown, N. E., Wilmerhatch, Wilmerhatch Lane, Epsom. 
*1894 Browne, J., Birchwood, 36, Park Hill Road, Croydon. 

1916 Bruce, Rev. J. Collingwood, St. Mary’s Rectory, Worplesdon. 
*1898 Burgess, Charles, Birch Hanger, Godalming. 

1920 Burl, D. A., Little Gables, 20, The Parade, Epsom. 

1922 Burmester, J. W. S., F.R.I.B.A., Fairholme, Sutton. 

1920 Burn, A. W., Manor Wood, Milford, Godalming. 

1902 Butler, Hubert A., Crab Hill, South Nutfield, Surrey. 

1892 Butler, Miss M., The Fishponds, Surbiton Hill. 

1921 Butler, Wm., Percy House, West End, Esher. 

1925 Byard, Theodore, Milford Cottage, Surrey. 


1927 CAMPBELL-COOKE, B.,8, Chartfield Avenue, Putney, S.W.15. 
1905 Canham, G. M., 198, Ewell Road, Surbiton. 
*1892 Carpenter, Miss, 3, E/gin Road, Croydon. 
1927 Cassels, J. D., K.C., M.P., 28, Wimbledon Park Road, S.W. 18. 
1927 Cassels, Mrs. J. D., 28, Wimbledon Park Road, S.W. 18. 
*1926 Cawdor, Countess, Frensham Hall, Shottermill, Haslemere. 
1921 Cawthorn, Miss, Hatchers, Pirbright. 
1920 Chadwyck-Healey, Sir Gerald, Bart., Wyphurst, Cranleigh. 
1896 Chalcraft, H. T., Brow Cottage, The Ridgeway, Guildford. 
1924 Chamberlain, J. A., 44, Barrington Road, S.W. 9. 
*1894 Chambers, James, M.D., The Priory, Roehampton. 
1898 Chance, Sir William, Bart., J.P., Leigh Manor, Cuckfield, 
Hayward’s Heath. 
*188q Chancellor, Edwin Beresford, M.A., F.R.Hist.Soc., 65, Onslow 
Gardens, S.W. 7. 
1898 Chandler, E. A., Lashams, Witley. 
1922 Chapman, James, Banstead Place, Banstead. 
1914 Charrington, M. V., How Green, Hever, Edenbridge, Kent. 
1906 Charterhouse School Library, Godalming. 
1927 Cheston, Mrs. A. E., Folke, Cedar Road, Sutton. 
1924 Chettle, E. A., Alderbrook, Cranleigh. 
1915 Chicago, Ill., Newbury Library, c/o Messrs. Stevens & Brown, 
4, Trafalgar Square, W.C. 2. 
1923 Child, S. A., The Crossways, Cobham, Surrey. 
1925 Christie, Ernest, Polingfold, Ockley, Dorking. 
1919 Chubb, Rev. H. P. B., Hatchford Parsonage, Cobham, Surrey. 
1908 Clark, Lieut.-Col. C. A. Gordon, Appletons, Cobham. 
1g10 Clark, C. S. Gordon, Fetcham Lodge, Leatherhead. 
1929 Clark, Miss Jessie, Marretts Cottage, Horley. 
1g21 Clay, Major Ernest C., White House, Buckland. 
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SURREY ARCH/ZOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 


1929 Clemence, T. R., St. Mary’s House, Guildford. 

1929 Cleveland Public Library, 35, Superior Avenue, Ohio, U.S.A. 
(c/o Messrs. Hy. Sotheran & Co., 140, Strand, W.C.2.). 
1897 Cocks, T. S. Vernon, 43, Charing Cross, S.W. 1. 

1909 Cocks, Walter, Baker Street, Weybridge. 

1928 Coleridge, Hon. Mrs. Gilbert, Haverfield House, Kew Green. 
*1894 Colman, Sir Jeremiah, Bart., J.P., Gatton Park, Gatton. 

1920 Colman, W. S., M.D., Marlingford, Greenhill Road, Farnham. 
1912 Comber, John, Ashenhurst, Albury Road, Guildford. 

1898 Connor, Arthur B., 9, Kewstock Road, Weston-super-Mare. 
1912 Constitutional Club, The, Northumberland Avenue, W.C. 2. 
1gor Cook, Sir C. A., K.C.B., Sullingstead, Hascombe, Godalming. 
1920 Cook, Sir H. F., Bart., F.S.A., Doughty House, Richmond. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT ASHTEAD, SURREY. 
Second Report (1927 and 1928) 


BY 
A. W. G. LOWTHER. 


HE work of the past two seasons (1927 and 1928) has 
completed the excavation of the actual buildings so 
far discovered on Ashtead Common, and affords one likely 
explanation for their existence in such an isolated situation. 
Excavation has made it apparent that the manufacture of 
tiles and bricks was carried on here from early in the first 
century A.D. on a very large scale before the corridor house 
or isolated bath house was built. The debris and “ wasters ”’ 
from these works cover a large area stretching from the small 
earthwork in the west to Newton Wood at the east end of the 
ridge that forms the highest part of the Common. The site 
of a brick-kiln mentioned in the former report as having been 
found is now known to have been only one of several, all of 
them represented by a layer of burnt and distorted tiles, 
generally about 1 foot thick, and mixed with a considerable 
depth of charcoal. Everywhere are abundant fragments of 
early first-century pottery, chiefly coarse ware with little 
undecorated Terra sigillata ware among it. This pottery is 
generally found in a dark layer of varying thickness together 
with bones, oyster shells and other refuse, and a hearth, 
formed of four large tiles, the upper side blacked and cracked 
with heat, is often near by. 

The separate bath building resembles many of the ordinary 
camp bath houses in plan (viz., the circular Calidarium) and 
was probably used by the men employed at the tile works. 

1 1 


a 


“Old 


‘dVALHSV LV SNOILVAVOXY 


249g 2u0g 


| i! 
| | sayy fooa yin 


sumnjos pobobus 


fb qonoy 
ol 


pauy aoynb uadg 


42149 uayoag ¢ Dy 


fo nog 


al 


pasoddng 


a 


WOON AO TIVM UALNO HONOUHL NOILOAS SNOILVAVOXA 10 


IV VTIIA AO NV 1d 


71 


wou 


44/5 


4748014 


A-X% NOULIIS 


i 
<3 
r— 
> 
: 3 
t > 
| Ma cova 
--! ocoo 
| 
230 2 
re 
ant +000 gi 
s 
| 
YLD 
2 


EXCAVATIONS AT ASHTEAD. 3 


The villa has its own bath quarters built as an appendage to 
the house, and probably at the same date as the bath house, 
as certain points in their construction are identical. 


WORK ON THE SITE 

At the end of 1926, approximately half the main building 
had been cleared and its extent limited towards the south by 
the finding of the tile-built rain-water gutter (Plate IIb) 
corresponding to the one at the north end. Continuing to 
clear the rooms in order, the first to be excavated was that 
numbered 10 on plan. It has a roughly laid tessellated pave- 
ment of 1 inch plain red tessere and is in a very disturbed 
condition. Like all the pavements of the final period of re- 
building, it is only set on clay without the 4 inches of brick 
concrete that underlies the earlier work. On its surface were 
lying several roof tiles and a box-voussoir arching tile. 

Room No. 11 (Plate Ia and b) is the most interesting of the 
rooms of the final building. In the centre is a 4-tile hearth 
(beside which were found two blue glazed beads of melon type 
and an enamelled bronze fibula), and close to it is an oven set 
into the floor and open at the south end. The sides of the 
oven are lined with tiles set sloping inwards towards the bottom, 
which is formed with red brick cement. It was found to have 
an 8-inch deposit of charcoal in it, among which was a 5-inch 
bone needle. The whole floor of the room was covered with 
a layer of charcoal, pottery and refuse I to 2 inches in depth, 
and in one corner at the back of the hearth was a shallow pit, 
full of bones, pottery, shells, etc. A similar internal refuse 
pit was found in a room of the villa at Folkestone. 

Room No. 12 has the remains of a pavement similar to that 
in Room 10, and below the north corner of it was a deposit 
consisting of a small lattice decorated beaker of grey ware 
with slip-coating round the upper part and lattice decoration 
on the sides (Plate VIIc). With it was a pot lid and inside the 
bottom was a much corroded 2nd 4Z of Domitian. It was badly 
crushed by the overlying pavement, but has been restored. 

The remaining rooms and corridor at this end of the building 
were destroyed to below floor-level, making it impossible to 
fill in this part of the plan with absolute certainty. 

The whole of this half of the villa was found to be covered 


| \ 


4 EXCAVATIONS AT ASHTEAD. 


with a layer of the stiff subsoil clay varying from 1 foot to 18 
inches in thickness. Nothing has turned up to settle the date 
when the clay was dug and deposited here or for what pur- 
pose ; possibly it was done to level the site after much of the 
tile work was removed in medizval times. In this connection 
an important piece of evidence turned up this season. In 
order to find an explanation for the marked difference in 
quality and setting between the pavement to Room 2 and 
Room 4, it was decided to clear out the central area where the 
tessere had been displaced. It was then found that there was 
originally a series of parallel flues running below the pavement 
(Plate IIc). These flues probably drew their heat from the 
hypocaust to Room 6, but the side on which the connections 
must have existed is destroyed to too low a level to show exactly 
how this wasdone. They were originally covered with large tiles 
above which was a 4-inch layer of brick concrete on which the 
pavement was set, but only a few of these tiles are still in posi- 
tion, and it is clear that the rest have been ripped out, leaving 
the overturned pavement lying in heaps, amongst which was 
found one fragment of typical brown glazed medieval pottery. 
One complete flue tile with the “ dog and stag ” design was 
still im situ forming a cross-connection between two of the 
flues, and it seems likely that the fragments found together 
with other tiles built into the Parish Church came largely 
from this very room. We thus have clear evidence of later 
destruction to obtain building material and the first clue to 
the date when this took place. 

The gutter, by continuing on beyond the west corner of the 
building, showed that there had probably been some rooms 
projecting beyond the line of the final back wall, and when 
we came to dig here the foundations of a Bath Annexe con- 
sisting of four or five small rooms and a furnace were uncovered. 
This part had clearly been demolished before the rest of the 
building was abandoned. 

A and B (on plan) is one hypocaust divided by a partition 
formed of unusually deep flue tiles set in a row between solid 
abutments (Plate Ic). These flues would regulate the amount 
of heat passing between A and B, as six of them were partly 
blocked with pieces of tile cemented into the ends farthest 
from the furnace. Apparently a similar partition originally sub- 
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PLATE I 


(a) HEARTH IN ROOM II. SHALLOW REFUSE PIT AT BACK. 


(b) ROOM II, SHOWING HEARTH AND OVEN. 
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(Cc) REMAINS OF FLUE PARTITION BETWEEN A AND B. 
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PLATE II 


(a) WEST CORNER OF ROOM 3, SHOWING WALLS OF IST PERIOD (TO LEFT) 
AND 2ND PERIOD WORKMANSHIP. 


(b) GUTTER AT WEST END OF VILLA (C) HORIZONTAL FLUES BELOW 
SHOWING BOTTOM FORMED OF FLOOR OF ROOM 4. 
INVERTED ROOF-TILES. 
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divided the hypocaust A at the Bath House and was subse- 
quently stripped out. This explains the ragged holes in its 
two side walls and the gap in the cement across its floor, also 
the difference in arrangement of the pile in its two halves. 
Pieces of similar deep box-tiles also occurred just outside this 
room. A and B thus probably formed the Sudatorium and 
Calidarium of the series. 

C is a small hypocaust communicating between B and D 
and probably used as the “ Tepidarium.” 

The remaining rooms are completely destroyed, but can 
only have been two in number. 

The entire Bath Annexe had been stripped level with the 
floor of the hypocausts and covered over with building debris 
that was of no further use. On top was a layer of large slabs 
of the original wall plaster, those which chanced to be face 
downwards still retaining the painted decoration, which con- 
sists of bands of colour on a white ground such as was found in 
Room A in the Bath House, but nowhere else on the site. 
Among the filling was found the well-modelled head of a swan 
in bronze, probably part of a brooch. A small heap of several 
hundred small tessere of various colours, but mainly white, 
were found in the south-west corner of B, and showed that a 
good-quality tessellated pavement formed the floor to one or 
all of these rooms. 

The gutter was traced along the back of the annexe, though 
considerably disturbed in places when the main wall was 
demolished. 

In front of the north half of the Corridor was a large accumu- 
lation of broken pottery and refuse which yielded most of the 
smaller objects found last season. 

The rectangle of small bricks in Room 2, which was described 
as a hearth in the former report, was more probably a threshold 
and marks the position of a door. The entire paving to this 
room is now known to date from the later period of alteration 
and to overlie a filled-in hypocaust. Similarly the walls 
between Rooms 1 and 2 and Rooms 2 and 3 are later and inferior 
work, as can be seen in the photograph (Plate IIa). 

An examination of the charcoal from the various furnaces 
was very kindly carried out by Mr. Maby of the Forests Pro- 
ducts Research Laboratory, who reports as follows :— 
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“ The charcoal is all derived from oak wood, almost cer- 
tainly common oak (i.e. either Q. robur or Q. sessileflora) and 
mostly appears to be from large sized pieces.” 

Future work will mainly consist of clearing the surrounding 
ground, and in particular the area between the villa and the 
Bath House, which has still to be explored and which, it is 
hoped, will reveal the source of the water supply to the latter. 


THE FINDS 
STONE. (Plate III.) 


(a) Several pieces of sandstone, 2 inches thick and with 
remains of carved “ cornucopiz ”’ decoration were found built 
into the sides of the gutter. Probably 
part of a memorial tablet or altar. 
The most complete piece only is figured. 

(b) Piece of millstone of typical form 
and showing grooves on face. Vol- 
canic Andernach stone. 

(c) Part of a slab of Purbeck marble 
1 inch thick, of which several frag- 
ments were found beside the projecting 
entrance to the corridor. 


TILE. 


1. Pieces of chimney-pot from beside 
the circular hypocaust to Bath House 
and suggested restoration of same. 
Height, 2 feet 3 inches, internal dia- 
meter, 4} inches to 6 inches at centre 
(Fig. 2). 

2. Semicircular and quarter-circle 
tiles with projections for bonding into 
walls. These were found scattered over 
the floor of the central part of the corridor. They indicate 
that engaged half-columns were employed in this part of 
the building, but probably merely as a decorative feature at 
the entrance. Their outer surface would originally have been 
plastered. 


Reconstruction Drawing. 
FIG. 2. CHIMNEY POT. 
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PLATE III 


OBJECTS OF STONE, 
(a) PIECE OF SANDSTONE. 
(b) PIECE OF MILLSTONE. 
(c) PART OF SLAB OF PURBECK MARBLE. 


PIECES OF A CHIMNEY- SEMI- AND QUARTER-CIRCLE TILES 
POT. FROM ENGAGED HALF-COLUMNS 
IN CORRIDOR. 
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PLATE IV 


TILE FRAGMENTS BEARING FOOTMARKS. 


KEYED FLUE TILE, AND KEY FLUE TILE FROM PARTITION BE- 
FROM ANOTHER, FROM ROOM 6. TWEEN ROOMS A AND B, 
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3. Fragments of a brick object of unknown purpose. Traces 
of decoration of zigzag lines and small impressed circles visible 
on two of the pieces. It was made by building up separate 


SECTION A-A 


SECTION B-B 
Scale § 


FIG. 3.—PIECES OF DECORATED BRICK (SHRINE ?). 


pieces of clay, socketed one into the other, the outside being 
finally smeared over and the ornamentation applied. Possibly 
part of a small shrine for a Venus statuette such as the one 
previously found (Fig. 3). 

4 (not illustrated). Part of the “spigot ’’ end of a terra- 
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cotta water-pipe. Roughly scored to form a key for cement 
holding it to the socket of the adjacent pipe. 
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SMALL OBJECTS OF BRONZE, BONE, ETC. (FIG. 4.) 


1. Rectangular bronze enamelled brooch with hinged pin 
and bearing in relief the representation of a dolphin. 
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FIG. 4.—SMALL OBJECTS OF BRONZE, BONE, ETC. 


2. Small bronze boss with lugs at back for attachment to 
wood or leather. 

3. Bronze head of swan. 

4. Blue paste beads of ‘‘ melon”’ type. 

5. Spatulate bone object with drilled perforations. 

6 and 7. Bone needles. 
8. Whetstone of soft sandstone. 
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(a) OBJECTS FOUND IN ROOM ITI. 


1. WHETSTONE OF SOFT SANDSTONE. 2. PIECES OF CASTOR WARE. 


PLATE V 


3- ENAMELLED 


BROOCHE WITH DOLPHIN. 4. PIECE OF DECORATED T.S. WARE (DR. FORM 
37)- 5 AND 6. BLUE GLAZED BEADS OF “* MELON ™ TYPE. 7. BONE NEEDLE 
FOUND IN THE OVEN. 
Inx Pot 
ware) 
(b) INKPOT AND “* TAZZA-FORM "’ INCENSE CUP (BASE MISSING). 
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PLATE VI 


CASTOR WARE 


SLIP-COATED AND BARBOTINED CASTOR WARE, 
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g. Bronze pin with finely turned head. 
ro. Bone pin head. 
11. Stone object, broken. A set-square (?). (Not illus- 
trated.) 
CoINs. 


Only three more coins have been found; they are :— 


Domitian (A.D. 81-A.D. 96) 


2nd 
Obv. laureate bust to right. 
Ins... . Dom... . (obliterated) 


Rev. all detail obliterated. 
Found in olla below floor of Room 12. 


Hadrian (A.D. II17-A.D. 138) 
2. DENARIUS. 
Obv. Laureate bust to right. 
Ins. Imp. C&SAR. TRAIAN. HADRIANUS. AVG. 
Rev. Winged female figure to right holding trident. 
Ins. . . . (illegible) and COS III. 


3. I AE SESTERTIUS. 

Cut in half and only the front of bust (laureate to right) is 
visible. 

Ins. obliterated. 


Glass. (Fig. 5.) 


Rim of cup. Clear, thin glass. 
Do. Clear, yellowish. 

Base of cup. Semi-opaque, white. 
. Rim of cup. Clear glass. 
Do. Clear, yellowish. 
. Neck of flagon. Thin, clear glass. 
- Neck of flagon with long projecting spout and part of 
handle. Semi-opaque, white. 

8. Rim of cup (resembling the common sigillata Dr. form 
33). 

Opaque, crystalline, brownish glass of gritty texture. 
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FRAGMENTS OF GLASS VESSELS. 


FIG. 5. 


10 


) | { a 
| 
6 | 
\ @ 
4 
A 
= 


EXCAVATIONS AT ASHTEAD., II 


g-12. Fragments of necks and handles of large bottles. 
13. Rim of cup of very clear, thin glass. 
14. Part of a base (?) of clear, yellowish glass. 


15-17. Fragments of dishes with folded rims and the base 
of a similar vessel. 


PoTTerY. (Scale 4.) 
Decorated Terra Sigillata Bowls. 


1. (Dr. 37.) 
Base of large bowl. Diameter of foot ring 44 inches. 


Lezoux ware ; large scroll style. Good, hard, deep, coloured 
clay. 


2. (Dr. 37.) 

Medallion with figure of 
Victory (Déch. 481). To 
left, female figure under 


900000 


branch or tree. f= 
La Granfesenque (?). « 
3. (Dr. 30.) en 


Medallion with figure of hare Scale $ 
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or rabbit (Déch. 950), and an unguent- 
pot (?) in corner. May, Silchester Pot- 
tery, p. 55, pl. XXI A. on Dr. 37. 
“|. . both the animal figures and large 
medallions are used by Cinnamus and 
Doeccus.”’ 
4. (Dr. 37.) 

Lunette with figure of bird (Déch.). 
5. (Dr. 37-) 

Part of base with medallions and masks 

(Déch.). 

6. (Dr. 37.) 

Decorated with tendril, small circles 
and animals. The Panther cf. Ludowici II, p. 197, T. 25, 
and May, Silchester, p. 83, No. 131. 

7- (Dr. 37.) 

Fragment of bowl that has been repaired by riveting. 

Figure of pugilist (Déch.). Very good, fine hard ware. 


Terra Sigillata with Incised Decoration. 


8. (Dr. 54). 

Rim fragment of thin good quality 
clay. This ware is apparently not 
earlier than the second century and 
survived to the fourth century. 170 
A.D. at earliest. 


Terra Sigillata with Rouletted Decoration. 
One fragment (not illustrated) of an 

upright sided bowl with rouletting. 

Ref. Heiligenberg potteries of A.D. 85-160. 
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(a) VESSELS OF LIGHT GREY WARE. 
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(b) BASE OF SOFT BROWN WARE WITH REMAINS OF THICK CREAM SLIP. 


(c) OLLA WITH LID, FROM BELOW FLOOR OF ROOM 12. 
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Potters’ Stamps on Terra Sigillata — 
Ware. 
Excluding the five previously Why” 


recorded : 
I. ---SIANIF. Dr. 33. 

Probably CELSIANUS. 

Refs. B.M.Cat. M2073 and 2074. 


C.I.L., VII, 1ooro, 520, at Autun. 

CELSIANI.M on Dr. 33. May, Silchester Pottery. 
2. C.B. Dr. 37 or 30. 

Small piece from near base of bowl. Probably the La 
Granfesengue potter Crestus. 
3. NDERCILLVS F. Dr. 33. 

Coned base of cup, hard ware, fine matt glaze. May, 
Silchester. 
4. IA[NUARI] (?). Dr. 18/31. 

Apparently a piece of Lezoux ware. 
5. PAV LIM. Dr. 31. 

Base rising sharply in centre. Sides have a series of hori- 
zontal grooves running round the outside. 

This potter is represented at a large number of different 
sites. 
6. PATER F. Dr. 33. 

Base of good ware. 

Curle, 238 (A.D. 140-180). 

C.I.L., VII, 1336, 787, XIII, 1ooro, 1500. 

Also at Silchester and Holt near Chester. 
7. [RE]GALIs. 

Base of cup 33. 
8. RES---Tvs. Dr. 33. 

Probably RESPECTVs. 

Base of cup 33 of very poor, soft, yellowish ware. 
g. SE[DAT]IMA. Dr. 18/31. 

Large bowl of Lezoux (?) ware. 
VICTORI[NVS F]. Dr. 33. 

Base of cup of poor ware. 

50 11. Rosette stamp :—Dr. 33. 


26 Rosette formed of nine small raised dots 
eof/ within a circle. Very good ware. 
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FIG. 0.—UNGUENT POTS AND STRAINERS. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT ASHTEAD. ES 


CoLtourR COATED CASTOR WARE. 


Fragments of various small pots decorated en barbotine. 
Some with rouletting round base. 


COARSE WARES. 


The following notes refer to some of the more important 
of the pottery figured :— 


Strainers (Fig. 6). 

Various fragments of normal types. 

One fragment of upper part of “ neck ”’ strainer of buff ware 
with reddish coating on exterior. Refs. May, Silchester 
Pottery, p. 119. Type 71, pl. L, No. 71. Behn, Rém. 
Keramik, Nos. 1924-5, form 410. Heidesheim and Friedberg 
(painted in fine red on yellow body). 

Ascribed to the ‘“ Domitian to Hadrian ’”’ period and thus 
agreeing in date with other finds at Ashtead. 

Lamps. 

Fragments of open 
lamps. These are, 
by some authorities, 
described as lamp- 
holders, but the ones 
illustrated appear to 
have been used as 
lamps, and the ends 
farthest from the 
handle show marks 
of burning as where 
a wick has_ been. 
This carbonised layer 
stops on an even line 
half-way up the side 
of the lamp and in- 
dicates the point to FRAGMENTS OF LAMPS. 
which it was filled, 
probably with animal fat. It is suggested that this form of 
lamp was for burning solid fats as against the closed type of 
container in which oil would be used. No pieces of the latter 
forms have occurred on the site. 
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FIG. 7.—CLAUDIAN POTTERY, 
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May, Silchester Pottery, p. III, Nos. 13 and AE 
14, pl. XVLII, A. 
Claudian Pottery (Fig. 7). 

Rim sections of various bead-rim pots found 
mainly on a level passing below the floors of Qg7g1 
the villa and about 2 feet below the floor sur- ; 
face. Found at many sites it is definitely dated 
to the first part of the first century A.D. 3 


VARIOUS WARES FOUND IN SMALL QUANTITY ) | 
4 


(not illustrated). 


1. Mica-dusted Ware. Pieces of several small 
ollz of soft buff ware, the outside coated with ee 
mica. 

2. Ridged Grey Ware. This is only represented by a few 
small fragments. The outside bears irregular projecting 
decoration. 

3. Black Slip-coated Ware. The slip-coating is on a soft 
red clay. The sides of the pots indented. Pieces of 3 found. 

4. White Ware with Orange-colour Coating. Many small 
pieces of one olla of large size. 

5. Fluted Castor Ware Beaker. White paste with dull 
yellow-brown coating applied overlapping scales on the pro- 
jecting ridges. May, The Roman Pottery at York, p. 28, 
No. 2. 

6. Thin, reddish, soft ware, with horizontal bands of cord- 
like indentations round body. 
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THE BANSTEAD COURT ROLL IN THE 
REIGNS OF HENRY V AND HENRY VI. 
BY 


SIR HENRY C. M. LAMBERT, K.C.M.G., C.B. 


EVENTY-SEVEN Courts in all with twelve Views are 
preserved between the accession of Henry V in March 
1413 and July 1433, after which the roll is lost till 1485. In 
the reign of Henry V the roll runs to the end of 1417, after 
which there is one Court in 1418 and four Courts with a View 
in 1421. In the reign of Henry VI the roll runs from the View 
of 1422 to April 1425, and again from January 1430 to July 
1433; there is only one Court in 1426, two in 1427, one in 
1428, and none in 1429. 

The Court was particularly active in 1415, 1416 and 1417, 
in each of which years seven Courts and a View were held, and 
similar activity was shown in 1430 and in 1432, in which last 
year eight Courts and a View were held. 

The entries on the roll do not of course differ greatly in 
character from those in the reigns of Richard II and Henry IV, 
which formed the subject of the article in our last volume.? 
The most interesting point is the continuation of the struggle 
between Sir Richard Arundel and the tenants.2 Arundel was 
a man of influence entrusted by the King with important 
positions such as the custody of Bamborough Castle and 
Rochester Castle,? and the tenants, apparently convinced 
that they were not themselves strong enough to resist him, 


1See S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 164. 

* Idem, especially p. 169. 

’ Information with regard to him will be found in Collectanea Topo- 
gvaphica et genealogica, Vol. VI, pp. 1-20, andsome of it is also given in 
Hutchins’ History of Dorset (1868), iii, 475, under Wichampton, which 
Arundel held. 
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appealed directly to the King in a Petition which is preserved 
in the Record Office.! 

The complaints made by the tenants were as follows : 

(1) New charges contrary to their customary tenure had 
been imposed, which were driving tenants out of the manor. 

(2) In particular John Colcok, Richard Colcok, John Wythe- 
mere and John Clerk are mentioned as having resisted and 
being threatened with the loss of their lands. 

(3) The tenants were fined IX marks (£6) for resisting the 
new impositions, and because the sum of 26s. 8d. was in arrear 
John White was imprisoned in Arundel’s house in London 
till he could get surety. 

(4) Arundel took Robert and Peter atte Mere and im- 
prisoned them at Banstead as bondmen, though they and all 
other tenants were and their ancestors had been free time out 
of mind, and amerced them excessively from Court to Court 
to the sum of 40s., and for these amercements distrained their 
cattle. 

(5) He claimed Juliana Lampit, who had been a free tenant 
of the manor for over sixty years, to be his bondwoman, and 
imprisoned her till she paid £5. 

(6) He made tenants Bedels against the tenure of their 
holdings, and claimed them to be bondmen, and fined them. 

(7) John Taillour, Richard Coleok and John Clerk, old 
tenants, have left the manor, and many more intend to leave 
unless their wrongs are remedied. 

(8) The tenants are distrained by the King’s Bailiff for 
Arundel’s arrears due to the Exchequer (to which he had to 
pay any surplus over 80 marks received from Banstead, 
Walton and Charlwood granted to him for life), and they are 
put to great inconvenience and loss. 

No reply to this petition appears to have been preserved. 

1 Ancient Petitions, File 92, No. 4576. The full text is printed in 
my History of Banstead, pp. 150-3. The Petition, which is damaged, 
has unfortunately no date, but is addressed to Henry V and treats 
Arundel as living. Arundel died 3 June 1419 (see I.P.M. taken at 
Rochester 22 Nov. 7 H. V. Exchequer Series 1-117/11). As the fine 
of 40s. referred to seems to be that inflicted at the Court of December 
1414 and there was an agreement over the election of bedel in April 
1415 and some sort of settlement over the fugitive bondmen seems 


to have been reached in July 1416, the Petition may be tentatively 
dated early in 1415. 
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How far do the Manor rolls sustain these complaints, and 
what was the result ? 

We have seen? that already according to the Court Roll 
in 1412, Robert atte Mere the lord’s bondman and all the bond 
homage had been fined for failing to produce William Bode 
and other fugitive bondmen, to which it may be added that 
Robert atte Mere was probably an obstinate fellow, for in the 
same year it is recorded that he, the lord’s bondman and bedel 
of the manor, though enjoined by the lord through the Park- 
keeper to carry a buck to London declined to do so, and 
showed contempt for the lord’s directions. Similar entries of 
fines occur in 1413, 1414, 1415, and in the earlier part of 1416, 
except that in July 1414 Peter atte Mere takes the place of 
Robert. The amount of the fines however rises. 40d. is 
regularly imposed until December 1415, when the amount 
rises to 6s. 8d., and for ten successive Courts that amount is 
recorded. But in June 1416 the fine drops to 3s. 4d.,and in 
July it is recorded that Peter atte Mere and the whole bond 
homage having again failed to produce William Bode and the 
lord’s other fugitive bondmen, Peter says that he is not a 
bondman, and entirely denies that he is bound to carry out 
the order, so it is necessary to consult with the lord. At the 
next Court there is again an entry that Peter atte Mere and 
the whole bond homage have a day to produce the fugitives, 
but there is no fine. No settlement of this question is recorded 
on the rolls, but it would appear that the claim was in fact 
dropped. It is clear, however, that Arundel or his Steward 
did not abandon the right, for in May 1421 when Arundel was 
dead and his widow held the manor for her life, there is an 
entry that further directions were given to seize (seisire) 
Agatha Willy, daughter of Henry Willy the Lady’s bondman 
(Nativi domine),and this reappears at three following courts. 
The reference is evidently to that Henry Willy who was paying 
chevage in 1368 for having licence to remain outside the 
domain of our lady the Queen * (who then held the manor), 
and the woman apparently lived at Wallington, for Agatha 
Willy in 1415 was presented by Henry Willy, tithing man there, 
and fined for breaking the assize of ale. No result seems to 
have followed from the order. 


1S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 170. ® See History of Banstead, p. 120. 
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But there are two cases on the roll which show that on 
occasion the right to levy chevage was still enforced. In 
July 1426 Peter Carter, the lord’s bondman,! paid 6d. to 
enable him to remain outside the lordship for a year, and in 
April 1428 it is recorded that Carter has left the lordship and 
is at Croydon, and he is to be produced at the next Court 
under a penalty of 6s. 8d. Some of the Carters were 
apparently well to do, for in 1432 the heir of Joan Carter 
who held by copy (per copiam curie) according to the cus- 
tom of the manor two tofts and 6} acres was John Carter, 
citizen and dyer of London, and it is reasonable to sup- 
pose that Peter Carter had special reasons for paying his 
chevage. 

The other case is that of Robert atte Mere. In December 
1430 directions are given to the bond homage to produce 
him at the next Court under penalty of 3s. 4d. He has left 
the lordship without license. In April 1431 he puts himself 
on the lord’s mercy for leaving the lordship without leave. 
There is no fine, but the matter was to be further considered 
(the record is damaged). Probably Robert wanted to get 
his land back, but in December William atte Wode, tyler, 
took certain lands and tenements which formerly belonged 
to Robert atte Mere, the lord’s bondman, which had long been 
in the lord’s hands for lack of a tenant. And William and his 
son had seisin for the term of their lives, and of the survivor 
of them to hold by the rod according to the custom of the 
manor for the rents and services due and customary. And 
they paid for fine 20s. So it would seem that in this case the 
tenant was defeated, and the lord not only succeeded in evicting 
him, but obtained a new tenant on terms which secured to 
himself a reversion of the property to which he would other- 
wise never have been entitled. 

These facts point to the conclusion that at Banstead between 
1413 and 1433 the lord did not succeed in enforcing the obli- 
gations of bondmen generally and latterly rarely attempted 
to do so, but that he never abandoned his rights, and 
when a tenant’s necessities enabled him to do so, he enforced 
them. 


1 Nativus domini. Lady Arundel held the manor, but the clerk 
probably wrote domini from force of habit. 


22 THE BANSTEAD COURT ROLL, 


Another standing subject of dispute between lord and 
tenants besides the removal of bondmen was the election of 
bedel. This office, as remarked in the last article,! was no 
sinecure, and involved considerable liabilities since the bedel 
was himself liable to fine if he failed to distrain to the satisfac- 
tion of the Court. Thus in October 1413 he was fined 12d. for 
failing properly to distrain the tenants of the Manor of Chaldon 
to satisfy the lord for several defaults of suit of Court, and 
6d. for a similar failure to distrain the feoffees of the lands and 
tenements of Thomas Berwe, and at the next Court in December 
he was fined 6d. in each case. At the court of February 1414, 
Thomas Berwe appeared, but he was again fined 12d. in the 
Chaldon case, and 4d. in April, and 2d. in July and October. 
In December and the following Courts he was fined nothing, 
though the Chaldon tenants still made default, perhaps 
because he could pay nothing. Finally Sir John Wylteschyre 
appeared in April, and agreed with the lord for the aforesaid 
defaults paying 8d., which would appear to show that it was 
cheaper to default than to fail to distrain the defaulter to the 
steward’s satisfaction. 

In May 1413 it is recorded that the homage elected John 
White of Banstead, and Robert atte Mere to the office of bedel 
and John was sworn, but in October when directions were 
given to the whole homage to elect a bedel as was the habit 
according to the custom of the manor, they refused the said 
election and were fined 20s.2 No explanation is given, but 
in September the death of John Whyte junior, who may be 
the same man, was presented (the name is common in the roll). 
In December orders are given to seize into the lord’s hands all 
the lands and tenements of John Colcok, John Clerk, and 
Richard Colcok, because they refuse to elect a bedel. In 
February 1414 a similar order is made for the same reason 
with regard to the lands of Arnold Lovelane, John Herward 


1S.A.C., XXXVII, pp. 166-7. He must of course have had some 
allowances. In 1368, when John atte Mere was bedel, he was not 
required to pay any rent for his tenement, and this exemption, which 
was probably customary, had been in force for several years previously 
(History of Banstead, p. 122). 

* At the View on the same date the Banstead homage elected Thomas 
at Wode as Constable, and he was sworn, but this was clearly a different 
office. 
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and John Wythemere. Fines of 6s. 8d. are imposed on the 
homage in April and July, of 20s. in October, and of 4os. in 
December. But in January 1415 it is recorded that the 
homage of Banstead still refuses to elect a bedel as by law and 
custom they should do, and that it was therefore necessary 
to consult with the lord, and in April the roll recites the objec- 
tion of the tenants to elect, who said that “it is not the tenure 
of their lands to do that office as they are ordered,” and records 
that an agreement was made with the lord. The conditions 
however are not recorded, and the agreement did not end 
the struggle, but though the tenants’ continued refusal to elect 
is recorded (May and December 1415 and October 1416) there 
are no more fines. It would appear therefore that on the 
main issue the tenants won. 

But though the lord could not force them to elect a bedel he 
retained the lands of several tenants. In April 1415 at the 
same Court as that at which the agreement is recorded it is also 
recorded that all the lands and tenements of Arnold Lovelane, 
John Wethemere, John Herwarde, John Colcok and Richard 
Colcok remain in the lord’s hands. In December 1415, 
Arnold Lovelane surrendered 12 acres called Heldelond, a 
copse, a toft with the engaging name of Pekehoggeshawe, and 
three other pieces of land amounting in all to 6} acres to the 
use of Richard Colcok, on which no heriot fell due as he 
remains a tenant. And Richard was admitted to hold by 
the usual rents and services, and paid a fine of 2s. But in 
the margin is the note “ It is revoked because it was seized 
before into the lord’s hands. Therefore the fine is void.” 
So it would appear that the conveyance was not carried 
through. 

In March 1416, however, two of the men mentioned were 
quarrelling in circumstances which indicate that they both in 
fact held land, for John Wethemere claimed ros. in a plea of 
trespass against John Herwarde for entering his garden at 
Banstead with his sheep and eating and trampling down the 
growing grass. Herwarde admitted the facts, but disputed 
the amount of the damage. In April 1416 John Kyng, 
carpenter, surrenders land of which one rood is described as 
lying between the land of Arnold Lovelane on the south and 
certain other land, and one rood between the land of John 
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Herward on the south, and of Richard Colcok on the north, 
to the use of Richard Colcok junior, who is admitted to hold by 
the customary services, and pays a fine of 12d. ; and in 1421 
John Withemere conveys 2} acres to Robert Stretton, clerk, 
without any objection being indicated. 

It would seem therefore that though the roll contains no 
statement that they regained possession of their lands, at least 
some of them in fact did so. They were however still exposed 
to trouble. In June 1416 it was presented that John Colcok 
senior, who held certain lands and tenements by the rod 
according to the custom of the manor, is dead, and Richard 
Colcok junior is his heir as younger son. He asked to be 
admitted, but because at the Court held in December 1413 
all the said lands and tenements were seized into the lord’s 
hands, and are so seized (et sic seisita existant) the lord must 
be consulted and the admission is deferred. In January 1417 
Richard has a day for being admitted, and he may have got 
his land back, but it is not clear what was the position of land 
seized into the lord’s hand and never apparently released 
formally even if it was in fact reoccupied. No doubt the 
steward used any opportunity offered by the anomalous 
position to squeeze a tenant. 

An entry at the Court of March 1431 seems to show that 
despite the agreement the old claim about the appointment of 
bedel was still maintained, for it is recorded that the homage 
had a day to elect a bedel to collect the lord’s rents and do 
other services under a penalty of 100s. But the next court 
merely shows that they still had a day, and there is in the 
existing rolls no evidence that any fine was ever inflicted. The 
entry therefore looks like a bit of bluff, the more so that in 
1432 the bedel was John Wethemere. Probably terms were 
arranged. John Wethemere when he became bedel had his 
troubles with his former allies, for Richard Colcok in August 
made a rescue of two horses and in October of cattle which 
had been seized and impounded by the bedel on behalf of the 
lord. This cost Colcok at the Court in December no less a 
fine than Ios., and smaller fines were inflicted on two other 
tenants. 

The Rolls throw no light on Arundel’s alleged illegal im- 
prisonment of tenants—such cases were not unknown in the 
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fifteenth century —but they do throw some light on the 
grounds for the lord’s claims. The atte Mere family had 
certainly been accustomed to serve as bedels, for in 1363 John 
ate Mer was bedel, and in 1393 after a reference to (?another) 
John atte Mere as having acted as bedel there is the following 
entry with “of Bedels’’ in the margin (there is an erasure in 
the document). ‘“ John atte Mere and Thomas atte Mere, and 
the lord chose one of them according to the custom of the 
manor, namely John atte Mere.” And merchet had been 
paid on atte Mere marriages ? in 1408. 

Juliana Lampit, who according to the tenants had been a 
free tenant of the manor for over sixty years but was claimed 
by the lord as a bondwoman, was evidently the woman who, 
described as the widow of Ralph Lamputte, in 1401 surrendered 
a cottage and 7 acres to the use of John Hereward and Mabel 
his wife, her daughter. In 1377 Ralph Lampytt, no doubt 
her husband, had been doing carting for the repairs to the 
Lodge at Banstead Park for 8d. a day. The name is common 
in the Banstead documents between 1325 and 1433 after 
which it disappears. In 1325 William Lomputte had held 
one farthing land and a half of 7 acres, and he was liable for 
hoeing and ploughing at boon days, and taking out dung, and 
doing various other villein services. In 1402 John Lamputte 
junior and John Lamputte senior were to be distrained to 
answer for the defects of their ‘‘ bond tenements,” and in 1413 
John Lomput junior acknowledged that he held from the 
lord 4 acres of the half virgate called Joyners land which 
formerly belonged to Robert Cole. Now Robert Cole in 1369 
was certainly paying chevage * a sure mark of villein status, 


1 E.g. a petition of 1404 alleges that good and honest burgesses and 
free tenants are imprisoned till they make fine and ransom or consent 
to hold their lands in villenage. (Quoted by Holdsworth, History of 
English Law, iii, 503, who gives other instances.) 

2S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 169. 

3 History of Banstead, p. 134. 

* Unless we identify it with Lambert, but the identification seems 
wrong. Lampit, Lamputte, Lampytte, Lomputte, Lomput, Lompit, 
(Lomput being probably the commonest form) seem to mean Loam 
pit, z.e. it is a local name like Green, Wood or Lane, whereas Lambert 
with its variants Lambyrd and Lambard, none of which occur at 
Banstead before 1500, is evidently a surname formed from a Christian 
name. 

5 History of Banstead, p. 120. 
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and the purpose of the record probably was to make Lamput’s 
status clear. 

Members of all the families referred to in the petition, atte 
Meres, Lamputs, Colcoks, Clerks, Wythemeres, Taillours, held 
in villenage, and from the tenure to the status was in law an 
easy step. For however much economic and social changes 
might be altering the position of the villein, however much 
the Royal Courts might lean in favour of freedom, the legal 
status of villenage was still untouched.! 

There is no evidence on the rolls of the truth of the complaint 
about distresses by the King’s bailiff for Arundel’s debts, and 
indeed on 14 January 1413 Arundel had a pardon of all debts, 
accounts, arrears, etc., both in the time of Richard II and 
from the time of the coronation of Henry IV,? but it is of course 
possible that he was hard up for money. In October 1413 the 
steward, in the case of an ordinary succession to three farthing 
lands formerly William Kyng’s, imposed a fine which the 
mother of the grandchild who was the heir declined to pay. 
The amount is not stated, but in July 1414 she paid 13s. 4d. 
for the custody of the lands and guardianship. The fact that 
at the Court in September it is recorded that a horse valued 
at 12s. was taken as the heriot on Kyng’s death, but that he 
had, as it is said, a better animal, and orders were given to 
seize another one, certainly looks as if pressure was being put 
on to extract as much as possible. 

On the other hand, the tenants were very troublesome 
about performing their obligations. The Rolls are full of 
directions to repair tenements which the tenants were very 
slow to execute. It was presented in December 1413 that 
the tenement of John Lomputte junior called Hugons is 
ruinous, and in January 1416 he is still being required to 
repair it. Possibly he found his duties as ale-taster too 
absorbing. In any case he regularly paid a fine of 2d. till the 
penalty threatened was raised, when he evidently preferred to 
do the necessary repairs. There was endless trouble about 
fencing round the Manor and repairing the grange. In March 


1 It survived in a decadent condition all through the Tudor period, 
and was never legally abolished. The last case was tried in 1618 
(Holdsworth, History of English Law, iii, 491-508). 

* See Calendar of Patent Rolls. 
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1416 the homage was fined 20d. for not repairing the fence, and 
in July they were required to certify whose obligation it was 
to repair. In July 1421 it is specially recorded that the Vicar 
(who is fined) has been bound from time beyond the 
memory of man to repair the fence round the manor on the 
east of the churchyard. In March 1424 it is recorded that 
there must be a conference with the lady’s counsel (cum 
consilio domine) about the repair of the grange which the 
tenants are bound to repair by their tenure as appears by the 
custumal.! In 1425 John Colcok senior, Thomas Hunt, 
William Joye and John Taillour were required to produce 
proof of their claim to be exempt from the repairs of the lady 
of the manor, that is in roofing. As over each name is written 
“Cogn.” it is pretty clear that when pressed they abandoned 
the claim. Almost the last entry which appears on the roll 
in July 1433 is an injunction to all the tenants both of Ban- 
stead and of the Weald who by reason of their customary 
tenure are bound to repair the grange and fence round the 
manor to do the necessary work. The payment of $d. for 
pigs (avisagium)*? shows a strong tendency to drop, and the 
roll closes with directions so far not complied with to certify the 
names of tenants who should pay this due. There are of 
course cases of poaching, and in 1430 the Vicar lopped the 
lord’s trees in the fence between the manor and the church- 
yard (that is on the east side of the churchyard) and dug on 
the lord’s ground a deep and dangerous well (profundum et 


1 Presumably the Extent of 1325 (printed in History of Banstead). 
See especially p. 71, where Richard Kyriel, a typical customary tenant, 
“will help in the repair of the grange as is proper.” 

* This is referred to in the last article and printed in the Extent of 
1325 (pp. 321 and 69 of my History of Banstead) as enese or grasanes 
(the latter paid by tenants in the Weald, p. 320. See also p. 349 where 
it is given as garsanes, 1364). But n and v are indistinguishable in the 
handwriting of the Extent, and the use of avisagium or avesagium 
in the Court Roll and the verb avesare, and indeed the form aves’ 
porcorum (e.g. in 1408) show that the correct words are evese and 
grasaves. Aves Courts and aves rents or pannage rents are found 
in Sussex, the customary tenants in Ashdown Forest paying Gersheues 
(V. H., Sussex, II, 314, 320, 321). In Kentat Boughton Aluph eueshale, 
or auesinghale existed (Neilson, Cartulary and Survey of Bilsington, 
pp. 16 and 37), and Blount (quoted by Jacobs’ Law Dictionary) says 
that avage or avisage was a payment by tenants of the Manor of 
Writtle in Essex for pannage in the lord’s woods for pigs. 
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periculosum). The tenement called Watts had to be seized 
into the lord’s hands for the waste both in regard to trees and 
buildings which the tenant had done, as was recorded when 
a new tenant was admitted (1426). Some of the buildings had 
apparently fallen down. In 1432 John Cherlewode appro- 
priated for the purpose of enclosure two perches of the lord’s 
land at Normere. And soon. We may safely conclude that 
all the grievances were not on one side. 

The business transacted is of the same character as in the 
two previous reigns. There are usually nine tithings paying 
Borghsilver at the Views, viz., Banstead (three), Copthill, 
Hyde, Leigh, Sidlow Mill, Tadworth and Wallington, but 
sometimes Leangre and Chalvedon (Chaldon) appear separately, 
and before 1417 Banstead has four tithings. The borgh- 
silver at 1d. a head varied from year to year, being as high as 
63d. in 1417, and down to 52d. in 1430, but the number both 
of tithings and of men in the tithings has clearly fallen since 
1378, and the latter still more since 1325, when there were 
in addition to 10 free tenants, 78 tenants in villenage in Ban- 
stead, and 26 in the Weald. If we add to the men in tithing 
represented by the borghsilver the tithing men who did not 
themselves pay ! and make some allowance for men who were 
not in the tithing we get a figure of say 70, or perhaps rather 
more, for the adult males in the manor. The men capable of 
bearing arms (that is from 15 to 55 years of age) in a modern 
European community are about one-quarter of the whole 
population, and even if we multiply by four we still do not get 
300 for the total population of the manor. But it would 
probably be much more correct to multiply by three, for the 
expectation of life in the fifteenth century was low, and there 
must have been much fewer men over 55 than now, and at the 
other end more boys were being put into the tithing. For 
instance it appears from the View of October 1415, that William 
Upton and John Colcok were sworn in to their tithing at 
Tadworth at the age of 12, and there was apparently no age 
limit at the other end. If then we multiply by three, we get 
a population of rather over 200. 

The Views, which were held once a year, generally about 
Michaelmas (in 1426 for some reason the View was held in 


4See S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 165. 
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July), are mostly very formal affairs concerned with payment 
of borghsilver, filling up the tithings, presentation of nuisances, 
as that the footpath at Southmere leading from the tenement 
lately William Kyng’s to the Church of Banstead is blocked 
by the neglect of Thomas Puplet, who is fined 2d. (1416), 
breaches of the assize of ale, or small criminal cases as that 
Margaret, daughter of John Wethemere, entered the house 
of John Lovelane and wrongly took 1 kerchief, 1 wedding 
ring, and 1 ‘‘ gambon de bacon,”’ for which at the next ordinary 
Court—the case was not dealt with at a View—she was fined 
2s. (1424). But in 1415 there was more business than usual, 
and the twelve jurors declared on oath that a certain stranger 
with a certain woman came into the lordship and stayed there 
with various goods described, and he was pursued by Thomas 
atte Wode, the Constable, for suspected felony, but fled, and 
his goods remained in the custody of the Constable, and are 
valued for the lord by the tenants, viz., two old linen cloths ? 
price 2s., one cloak of dark red colour and two hoods (or caps) 
4s., one coverlet 18d., one napkin and a towel 6d., and one 
sword 2s. They also said that William Swanlond, chaplain, 
was harboured within the manor and stayed for a quarter of 
a year and more. And he fled for reasons unknown, And the 
Constable seized his goods, and they are valued as follows :— 
I wallet price 2d., 2 hammers with two “ graffing sawes ”’ 8d., 
4 chisels, and so forth—it rather looks as if the chaplain was 
after all nothing but an honest workman, except that near the 
end of the list is ‘“‘ one old book valued at 6d.”’ But as there was 
no special reason why the goods of William Swanlond should 
fall to the lord better enquiry was to be made. And as no 
more appears on the roll, it may be that Swanlond returned 
and made good his claim to his goods. 

The Views always close with a solemn statement that the 
twelve jurors whose names are given ® say on their oath that 
the tithing men and aletaster have made true presentments and 
concealed nothing, or that some one has failed to do so. The 
jurors are called “ Duodecim liberi juratores ’’ in the roll of 


1 Lintheamina, which may mean linen garments. 

2 In 1415 they are called “ infrascripti,’”” but the names are in fact 
not given. In 1414 there are only 9 names, though the margin has 
xij liberi.” 
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Henry VI, and in 1402, 1406, and 1414 there is “ xij liberi ”’ 
in the textormargin. They had indeed been called ‘‘ duodecim 
liberijuratores’’in1378. But from 1415 to 1422 theyare merely 
called “‘ Duodecim juratores ’’—possibly an echo of the struggle 
over the question of status, for the jurors include the names 
of members of families concerned in that struggle. 

The business of the Court (curia or parva curia) continues 
of course to be largely concerned with transfers of land. The 
formula “‘ to hold according to the custom of the manor for the 
due and customary services’’ which had been in use since 
the accession of Henry IV ! is well established. But tenants 
could not always be found on the customary terms, and e.g. 
at the Court of February 1414 is a record of four parcels of 
land let for money rents (ad firmam) of from 16d. to 6s. 8d. a 
year, of a wood for 8d., and of a mill at Kersalton for gs. 

There are too a number of cases of tenants obtaining the 
lord’s licence to let for a term of years, e.g. in 1417 Thomas 
Hunt and Avis his wife let to John Wethemere 12 acres lying 
in different parcels in the fields of Banstead for 9 years, at a 
rent of 8s. 6d. The lessors, who pay 12d. for the licence, will 
bear during the aforesaid term all the burdens due to the 
chief lord of the fee. Similar provision occurs in a lease in the 
same year by Alice Coumbe, of Takeles, to Thomas Hayton, 
for 7 years at arent of 13s. 4d. But ina lease in 1416 by John 
Chuk to John Clerk of Crocherestenement, for 3 years at a rent 
of 3s. 4d. Clerk undertakes the obligations due to the lord. 
It is not clear why in this case the tenant took the obligation. 
But when in October 1423 Thomas Hunt gets a licence at the 
cost of 6d. to let to Thomas atte Wode Io acres lying separately 
in the fields of Banstead for 6 years at a rent of 7s. 4d. nothing 
is said of the burdens due to the lord, nor is anything said in 
two other similar cases at the same Court. 

All these leases whether of lord to tenant, or of tenant to 
tenant, are obviously inconsistent with the old manorial 
economy, and a lease for a money payment from lord to tenant 
is fundamentally inconsistent with the conception of villein 

1 The formula in the rolls of Richard II is somewhat different, e.g. 
‘‘ Habendum et tenendum predicto Rogero et sequele sue reddendo et 
faciendo redditus servicia et consuetudines ”’ (1383), which it will be 


observed only speaks of consuetudines as obligations, whereas ‘‘ accord- 
ing to the custom of the manor ” may imply rights as well as obligations. 
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status. We have not, however, yet reached the stage when the 
Royal Courts, which leant heavily against villein status, had 
laid down, as they did in 1496, that a lease for years by the 
lord to a villein operated like the feoffment of a freehold 
interest, as an enfranchisement.! Indeed had this been the 
law, no petition of the tenants to Henry V would have been 
necessary, for already in 1363 the lord was leasing land for 
a term of years to the atte Meres and other tenants.’ 

It had always been usual to require new occupants of land 
to show by what title they held. The use of copies had now 
become so common, that when in 1427, John Kyng who held 
half a virgate died and they said that his wife Juliana held 
jointly with him, the order of the Court runs to distrain the 
said Juliana to show her copy (ad ostendendum copiam). 

At the Court of July 1426 is recorded a surrender out of 
Court, a surrender made by John Brustowe to Thomas Lech- 
ford, the lord’s tenant, in the presence of John Wilshire, 
Robert Brustowe, and other tenants of the lord. These were 
substantial people, and the heriot was a cow worth 8s., and the 
fine was 20s., so the form, which is common enough later, may 
have been a concession to influential tenants. 

It will be remembered that in 1408 the Prior of Southwark 
was required to produce his title deeds to a parcel of land 
called Collinsland.* The roll is not complete, and it is not 
clear whether the Prior took any action at that time. But at 
the Court of December 1414 it was presented that the Prior 
of St. Mary de Overee in Suthwerk holds a parcel of land called 
Colyneslonde by what title is unknown, and he is required 
to produce it. The Convent at this time held the advowson 
of Banstead, and had done so since the time of Henry I, and 
it is not clear why the question was raised. The Prior in any 
case was in no hurry to answer it, and it was only after he had 
been distrained in 100 sheep and his pledges had been twice 
fined that he appeared by his attorney Walter Hook in July 
1416, and produced three deeds, one an undated grant by 


1 Holdsworth, III, 
* History of Banstead, p. 93. 
* Ostendendi evidencias. See S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 166. Collins- 


lands still appear on the Tithe map just south of Great Dicelands on 
the Reigate road. 
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Robert de Berewe and Matilda his wife, and the other two 
grants (one dated 15 February 1269) by Sir John de Burgh 
(the son of the Great Justiciar) who subsequently sold the 
Manor to Edward I. The land was of course held in free alms. 
After the first two deeds there is a note to consult with the 
lord, but not after the last. If it is permissible to hazard a 
guess to explain what seems to be the strange proceeding of 
so persistently questioning so long established a title, and the 
steady disregard of the process of the Court by the Prior, it may 
be suggested that the tenants in villenage at Banstead hoped 
to find in the documents some flaw in the Prior’s right to exact 
services. The second document (that of 1269) quitclaimed 
to the Prior and Convent all suit of Court, rents of 7s. 6d., 
customs . . . aids in harvest (the document is damaged here), 
to wit of four men. As the question does not reappear on 
the roll, it was presumably settled, whatever it was. 

There is one case of an attempt to enforce the Statute of 
Labourers, for it is recorded at the Court held in April 1413 
(not,as might have been supposed proper, at a View) that the 
Bedel had had orders to compel Stephen Wyke, labourer, with 
others to appear at the Court before the Steward to take the 
oath to serve in husbandry according to the form of the 
Statute. But Wyke did not appear, but removed himself, 
and was accordingly fined 2d., a decision which, as he was no 
longer within the jurisdiction, he no doubt treated with con- 
tempt. 

The contentious business of the Court does not differ greatly 
from that in the two previous reigns. The most numerous 
cases are pleas of land, and of the rest most are pleas of tres- 
pass, e.g. for damage done by sheep or pigs to crops, or for 
cutting down a tree. There are half-a-dozen pleas of debt. 
The case of Rokynham v. Lovelane decided in October 1423 
is worth noting. The claim was for 5s. for a quarter of malt 
bought at Whitsuntide. Defendant denied, and put himself 
to his law (ponit se ad legem), on which he was given a day to 
make his law six handed. Compurgation was going out of 
favour in the Royal Courts, but it still lingered in actions for 
debt (and indeed was not finally abolished till 1833). It had 
of course a longer life in the manorial Courts than in the Royal 


1 Holdsworth’s History of English Law, I, pp. 305-8. 
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Courts, but it is the only case of this date recorded at Banstead, 
the defendant usually putting himself on the homage. 

There is one plea of contract (in 1431) the circumstances of 
which are sufficiently curious to be worth mentioning. Peter 
atte Mere claimed that John Mathewe, the Vicar of Banstead, 
had agreed with him that he should carry the Vicar’s oats for 
a sum (which is left blank on the roll), and the Vicar was to 
hold him harmless against anyone whatsoever. This however 
got Peter into trouble with the lord’s bedel, who had seized 
the said oats for various fines incurred by the Vicar, and as the 
Vicar refused to see Peter through, he claimed 3s. 4d. The 
Vicar denied the agreement, and the matter was referred to the 
homage,’ who, as Peter was fined 2d., evidently did not believe 
in the alleged indemnity. Nor indeed is it the least likely. 
But the Vicar (who was the man who dug the dangerous well) 
must have known, and Peter probably did, that the oats were 
under arrest. 


1 The defendant “ ponit se super inquisitionem,” and the plaintiff 
does the same, the margin having Homag’. 
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HE subject of Swan-history and Swan-marks has been 
slightly touched upon many times and finds a place 
in nearly all the encyclopedias. It is of interest both to the 
ornithologist and to the antiquarian, and more than one 
writer has suggested that a more complete account would be 
a desirable addition to knowledge from both points of view. 
It was with the idea of remedying to some extent this deficiency 
that much of my spare time for several years past has been 
devoted to researches into published and unpublished sources 
of information and to trying to work out some connected 
history as to how long, why, where, and how the swan has 
been kept in its curious state of semi-domesticity in England. 
Some of the results, of more general interest, such as its 
origin and early history, the laws and various codes of orders 
and ancient customs that governed its keeping and preserva- 
tion, the origin and use of Swan-marks and the office of Swan 
Master, have already appeared in a series of articles in British 
Birds (Mag.),' to which any who are interested in the subject 
may be referred. In the present paper I must confine myself 
to what is known about the subject in relation to Surrey, 
while at the same time putting on permanent record the marks 
used by owners connected with that county, only six of which 
have hitherto been published. 

By way of preface it will be sufficient to state that I have 
traced the custom of Swan-keeping back to before 1186, and 
that the evidence shows that at any rate by 1250 the swan 
was distributed in its semi-domestic state throughout the 
greater part of England. It is about this time that our know- 
Vols. XVII, p. 174; XIX, pp. 186, 262, 294; and Vol. XXII, 
P- 74: 
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ledge of it as an inhabitant of Surrey begins. Between 1247 
and 1251 Henry III issued a number of mandates for pro- 
visions for royal use at the great festivals. These, which are 
recorded in the Close Rolls, were addressed, in the most per- 
emptory terms, chiefly to the sheriffs of the different counties, 
that as they valued their bodies, or all that they possessed, 
they were to collect within their jurisdiction the tale of pro- 
vender specified and to deliver it for the royal use at a given 
place by a certain date. In this way ! the sheriff of Surrey 
was bidden to provide, inter alia, ten swans for the feast of 
St. Edward in 1249, and another six later in the same year,? 
while for the same feast in 1250,* and for Whitsuntide in 
1251, he had to supply as many as he could get. Thereafter 
Swan-keeping in Surrey is only referred to incidentally and 
by inference. The Patent Rolls contain many appointments 
of Swan-Masters for the Thames “and all other streams, 
creeks and rivers running thereinto,’’ which of course includes 
Surrey waters. The county is also mentioned by name (with 
others) in the appointments of Commissioners for the Courts 
of Swan-mote, for drawing up regulations and trying offences 
under the Swan-laws. As a consequence it is clear that the 
county was always under the jurisdiction of the Thames 
Swan-Master (or a deputy for him) and subject to the same 
orders and ancient customs as were in use on the main 
river. 

I have already indicated > how the Swan-Master and his 
deputies were originally appointed by the crown, with definite 
wages and certain fees; that they were primarily working 
officials, and that as time went on, what may be looked upon 
as abuses crept into the appointment and administration of 
the office. The mastership thus came to be a post of extra- 
emolument to some high official of state, who appointed his 
own deputies at certain rents and these in turn drew their 
profits from, not only their legitimate fees, but by encroach- 
ments on the fees, fines and perquisites that of right belonged 
to the crown. Lord Buckhurst’s letters to Sir William More 
on his appointment in 1593 to the deputyship for Surrey set 


1 Rot. Claus. 33, Hen. III, m.8. 2 Idem, m.18. 
3 Idem, 35 Hen. III, m.23. 4 Idem, m.13d. 
5 Op. cit., vol. XXII, p.75, 76. 
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these out at considerable length, but as they have already 
been published by Kempe ! they need not be repeated here. 
Suffice it to say that the rental for the deputyship was then 
and had been for some time past {10 per annum, and the post 
was evidently a profitable one. A full account of the emolu- 
ments and duties will be found in my article already referred 
to. 

Though the practice of marking is probably as old as the 
practice of keeping, the earliest reference to a Swan-mark I 
have yet found relates to 1230. Actual examples that can be 
dated with any approach to accuracy belong to the latter half 
of the next century and it is not till nearly a century after 
that, that any numbers can be found, amongst which there 
are one or two Thames marks that seem to have belonged to 
Surrey owners. 

Though a few marks can be found recorded elsewhere, our 
knowledge of these curious symbols is almost entirely derived 
from the MS. books or rolls in which they were recorded by 
the Masters and their different Deputies, each one of whom 
was bound to keep such a catalogue for the district within his 
particular jurisdiction. All such as have come down to us 
belong to a period between the end of the fifteenth and the 
close of the seventeenth centuries, but all (except perhaps one) 
are manifestly to some extent copies of still older documents, 
and frequently record the names of proprietors, who, when they 
were written, had long been dead. It is obvious, as I have 
remarked elsewhere, that a Swan-mark and the particular 
“game ’’ of swans marked therewith could, and as a matter 
of fact did, outlast many human generations, and while a 
number of marks had colloquial names by which they were 
spoken of, others seem to have been known by the names of 
their earliest owners, which are thus perpetuated on the rolls 
for a century or more after they had passed away. While 
adding greatly to the difficulty of dating any particular roll 
and fixing the identity of any particular individual mentioned 
upon it, this custom affords here and there valuable evidence 
of the age and succession of certain marks, which we might 
otherwise be without. 

We have seen that Surrey was under the jurisdiction of the 


1 Loseley MSS., p. 305, etc. 
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Swan Master for the Thames and that, at any rate in the 
sixteenth century, the duties were carried out by a county 
deputy ; but, as explained by Lord Buckhurst in his letters 
already referred to, this deputy’s jurisdiction applied only to 
the purely county waters, and did not include that part of 
the Thames that bordered it. It thus comes about that 
Surrey owners fell into two categories, those having swans on 
waters wholly within the county and those having swans on 
the Thames and of course at liberty to roam its entire length 
if they willed. So long as they were marked their owners 
could always claim them. Nevertheless, there was nothing to 
prevent a qualified owner from possessing swans in both places, 
and we find one or two doing so. In the one case their marks 
would be recorded on the roll of the Surrey deputy and in the 
other on the general Thames roll of the master of that river. 
(As a matter of strict accuracy the latter was actually a deputy- 
master, and the Surrey official a sub-deputy.) Taking the 
purely Surrey marks first, our knowledge of them is derived 
from a unique document that is preserved amongst the muni- 
ments at Loseley, near Guildford, and for the opportunity of 
examining this I wish to express my indebtedness to General 
and Mrs. Longbourn, the present representatives of the family 
that has been so long seated there. There cannot be any 
doubt that it is the original roll of Sir William More of Loseley, 
used by him while holding office as deputy for Surrey from 
1593 to 1600. It has been referred to, but not described, 
though six marks from it have been reproduced, by Kempe.? 
Five of these have again been printed by Yarrell ? and one in 
Bucknill’s Birds of Surrey (p. 223), but with a most misleading 
title. 

The document is a vellum roll of two membranes, stitched 
together, 33 inches wide and 18% and 25} inches long respect- 
ively. It is the smallest roll I have seen. The top end has 
unfortunately been mutilated and at least one mark has thus 
been lost. If the two membranes were originally of the same 
length, which however would be unusual, some three or four 
may have been lost. Thirty marks remain, but as one has 
been repeated there are twenty-nine different marks and all 


1 Loseley MSS., 305. 
* British Birds, IV, pp. 332 and 339. 
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have their owners’ names appended. Down the length of the 
roll two ink lines have been ruled, one on either side, enclosing 
a central strip 2} inches wide. This has been ruled trans- 
versely with pairs of lines { inch apart and with a space } to 
? inch wide between each pair. Each member of a pair is 
united to its fellow by a convex line on the right, which touches 
the marginal line at the centre of the curve, and by a concave 
line on the left, touching the marginal line at its extremities. 
A space is thus enclosed that roughly represents the upper 
surface of a swan’s bill and (as is usual) the nail has been 
indicated at the tip and the knob at the base, just as has 
been done in the diagrams that accompany this article. The 
marks are drawn on the bills in ink and each owner’s name 
is written in the space above his particular mark. 

With regard to the date of the roll, this can be determined 
with a quite reasonable degree of accuracy. Since there is 
very little doubt that it was the official roll of Sir William 
More, it cannot be of later date than 1593; but there are 
two possible ways in which he might have come by it, it may 
have been copied for him on his appointment, or it may have 
been handed over to him by his predecessor. The fact that 
his own name and those of Sir Thomas Browne and Sir Francis 
Carew are all given on it as “‘ Esquires ’’ would not in a general 
way be good evidence that the roll antedates 1576, the year of 
their knighthood, any more than the fact that five other owners 
named on it died between 1571 and 1590, for it frequently 
happened that rolls were copied without being brought up to 
date in these respects. It seems reasonable I think in this 
case, however, to accept the former facts as evidence of date, 
seeing that, if a copy were being made for Sir William, he 
would probably have seen that at least his own title was 
accurately entered. We may fairly safely conclude therefore 
that it antedates his appointment and was handed over to 
him. Two other names on the roll bring the range of date 
within very narrow limits, those of Lord Buckhurst and Lady 
Lincoln ; the former received his barony in 1567 and Edward 
Fiennes, Lord Clinton, was created Earl of Lincoln in 1572. 
We may therefore say that the roll was made (though of 
course copied in part from an older one) after 4th May 1572, 
probably before 1576 and in any case not later than 1593. If 
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we take the earliest possible date, there is the added satis- 
faction, for what it is worth, of knowing that only two out 
of the five owners above referred to were then recently deceased. 

Coming to the marks themselves, there is only one char- 
acteristic feature about them as a whole and that is the very 
high proportion that are derived from their owners’ initials. 
This is much higher than in any other region, being about 
27 per cent. as against 3 per cent. for the whole of the Thames 
and about the same for other districts. I am inclined to look 
upon this as a sign of comparative modernity of origin. For 
the rest, they are of much the same type as the general run 
of Thames marks, on the whole not so elaborate as the Fen- 
land marks, but more elaborate than the Broadland and 
Hampshire and Dorset marks. Again like those of the Thames 
and unlike those of the Fenland, marks derived from objects of 
household use, husbandry, warfare and the chase are almost 
entirely absent. True heraldic marks are rare anywhere, and 
I do not find any amongst Surrey marks, nor do marks on the 
lower mandible or on the legs and feet appear to have been 
used. 

Lack of other rolls for the same area makes the identification 
of owners somewhat more difficult than in some districts and 
any evidence by which any succession can be traced is neces- 
sarily for the most part absent, though on comparing some 
of the marks with others from the Thames and other regions 
one or two points of interest can be made out. These will 
be mentioned under the particular marks as they occur. 

The first twenty-nine marks that follow are all from the 
Loseley Roll and are here taken in the order in which they 
occur, and the names as they are written therein, except that 
the abbreviations have been extended. The identifications 
are believed to be correct in most cases, but any criticisms 
in this respect, or help in filling up the one or two blanks 
will be welcomed by the writer. 


I. LoRDE WyLLIAM Howarp (1510 ?—1574) of Eastwick Park, Bletch- 
ingley, Reigate, Howleigh, Great Bookham and Effingham; 
created Baron 1553, K.G. and Lord High Admiral 1554. The 
mark is derived from his initials. 

2. LoRDE oF BucHUuRSTE. Thomas Sackville (1536-1608), created 
Baron Buckhurst 1567, K.G. 1589, Lord Treasurer 1594, Earl of 
Dorset 1604. Rented Sheen Palace from 1568 and was appointed 
Swan-Master for the whole of England before 1584. 
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It has been suggested that this mark of the two keys was selected 
by its owner with reference to his office of Comptroller of the 
Household. In order to establish the probability of this, one 
would have to know the date of origin of the mark, as to which 
there is no evidence. As a matter of fact a device that includes 
one or more keys is fairly common in most areas where Swan- 
marks were used, so that there need not necessarily here be any 
allusion to the owners’ office. 


. Lapy Lyncoitne. Edward Fiennes, Lord Clinton, who was created 


Earl of Lincoln in 1572, was tenant of the manor of Pyrford from 
1559, and died in 1585. The owner of this mark therefore must 
have been his third wife (and widow), Elizabeth, daughter of 
Gerald Fitzgerald, 9th Earl of Kildare and widow of Sir Anthony 
Browne. She married the Earl in 1552 and died in 1589. 


. Lapy WynpEsorE. At the time with which we are dealing the 


owner of this mark must have been Lady Katherine de Vere, 
daughter of John, Earl of Oxford, and wife (or widow) of Edward, 
3rd Baron Windsor, who died in 1574. She died in 1599. Of 
their sons who succeeded to the title, Frederick, the 4th Baron, 
died unmarried in 1585 and Henry, the 5th Baron, was not married 
until 1590. Their Surrey manor was Headley. 


. HENRY WESTON KNYGHT. Sir Henry Weston of Sutton, high sheriff 


of Surrey 1569, viv. 1588. The mark is evidently derived from 
the initial of the owner’s surname, and has been placed on the 
left side of the bill to distinguish it from the mark of the Ockham 
family, who were Thames owners (cf. No. 46 infra). 


. WyLt1aAM More EsQguieEr, of Loseley, sheriff of Surrey, M.P. for 


Guildford and Vice-Admiral of Sussex, knighted 1576; appointed 
deputy Swan-Master for Surrey 1593, died 1600, et. 81. 


7. THOMAS STOUGHTON ESQUIER, of Stoughton Place, Stoke. At the 


8. 


9. 


time of this roll this would be Thomas (the second son of Sir 
Lawrence) who died in 1610, though the mark was primarily a 
Thames mark and was used on that river by Thomas his grand- 
father. 

Tuomas LYFELD ESQUIER, of Waverley Abbey, Fetcham and (jure 
uxoris) Stoke D’Abernon, and other manors. 

THOMAS BROWNE ESQUIER, of Betchworth, knighted 1576, viv. 1587. 


10. JOHN VAUGHANE ESQUIER, who purchased the manor of Ockham 


Il. 


12. 


13. 


in 1566. 

EDMOND SLIFELD ESQUIER, of Slyfield House, Stoke D’Abernon, 
sheriff of Surrey 1582, d. 1590. 

Grecory Lovet Esguierr, b. 1522, Cofferer of the Household, 
granted Merton Abbey 1587, d. 1597. This mark is particularly 
interesting, as it was the old mark used by the Priors of Merton 
on the Thames, and probably on Surrey waters also. It was 
therefore still in use some fifty years after the Dissolution. The 
“gap” on the right edge of the bill was evidently thus placed 
by this owner as a method of “‘ differencing ’’ the mark, so as to 
distinguish the birds bred under his ownership from those of 
preceding owners (cf. Nos. 32 and 33 infra). 

FRANCIS CAREUE ESQUIER, b. 1530, knighted 1576, d. 1611, of 
Beddington, Haling in Walton-on-the-Hill, Banstead, Wallington, 
Norbury and Mitcham. 


a ; 
| 
5 
| 
| 
= 
4 
= 


xX 


2h 
34 


£35 

35 

FIG. 2 SWAN-MARKS 


Coe CX 4* 


36 


40 
: H 


14. 
15. 


24. 


25. 
20. 


SURREY SWAN-MARKS, 43 


THOMAS SMYTH ESQUIER, of Barnes Elms, viv. 1567. 

NYCHOLAS THROGMERTON KNIGHT, b. 1515, knighted 1547, Chief 
Butler and Chamberlain of the Exchequer 1558, d. 1571. He 
was of Paulerspury Northants. and married the sister of Sir 
Francis Carew (supra), but it is not clear how he came to be an 
owner of swans in Surrey. His son Nicholas, who purchased 
several manors in Surrey and was eventually the heir of Sir Francis 
Carew, was not knighted until 1603. 


. NicHOLAS LAGHE, by which presumably Leigh is meant, succeeded 


his father at Addington in 1504. 


. WILLIAM MORGEYN ESQUIER, of Chilworth, Abinger and Paddington 


Bray, d. 1602. 


. JOHN STYDOLF ESQUIERE, of Polesden Lacy, Dorking, Mickleham, 


Norbury, and Randalls in Leatherhead. 


. ANTHONY STOUGHTON GENTLEMAN. This must have been either 


Anthony of Guildford, who was Groom of the Chamber to Henry 
VIII, Anthony his second son, or Anthony his nephew and brother 
of Thomas Stoughton of Stoughton, already mentioned as a 
Thames owner (No. 7 supra). 


. RoBERT ASHTON GENTLEMAN, Of Farnham, viv. 1576. A mark, 


whether identical or not is uncertain, but only distinguishable by 
being reversed, a not infrequent method of “ differencing,’’ was 
used on the Thames by William Gifford, who was mayor of Reading 


in 1512 and 1520, and later by John Cocks and a family named 
Matthew. 


. GEoRG LUSSHER GENTLEMAN, of Shoelands, Puttenham. 
. THOMAS WYNSTON GENTLEMAN. 
. THOMAS YNGLER GENTLEMAN, Of Lingfield (married before 1537). 


There are two interesting points about this mark. It was used 
by the same owner for his swans on the Thames, as well as in 
the Surrey rivers, but was “ differenced’ by him for use in the 
county waters by the addition of the gap at the right base (cf. 
No. 49 infra). An earlier Thames owner, who also used it without 
the gap, was Robert Forster, perhaps a member of the Berkshire 
family. The other point is that a mark indistinguishable from 
it was anciently used in the Fenland by the Priory of Castleacre 
in Norfolk and afterwards by William and Thomas Thomazin of 
Parson Drove, Cambs., the former of whom was a contemporary 
of Thomas Yngler. It is impossible to imagine any connexion 
between them, yet it is curious that such a mark should have 
been evolved in two places more or less simultaneously. I know 
of one instance of a Thames mark being transferred to the Fenland, 
but this was definitely effected by purchase. If one had any 
idea that the mark was intended to convey some meaning or to 
represent some object, this might furnish a clue. There is how- 
ever a parallel case of two practically identical Thames and Fen- 
land marks, that are even more complicated and nondescript. 
NycHOLAS RUTLAND GENTLEMAN of Mitcham, Clerk of the Catry, 
d. 1582. 

JoHN THOMWORTH ESQUIRE. 

RoBERT GARDENER of the manor of Thorncroft in Leatherhead, 
Chief Serjeant of the Celler to Queen Elizabeth, d. 1571. (Both 
the name and mark are here repeated.) 
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27. THE VYNTENERS. Since we know the Vintners’ Company were 
enjoying their Swan-rights on the Thames before 1505, it is curious 
that neither their marks nor those of the Dyers’ Company, which 
are probably equally ancient, are to be found on either of the 
three older Thames rolls that I have seen, but only on one of 
late Stuart date. This particular mark was one of three used 
by the Vintners on the Thames, and was presumably obtained 
by them by purchase, for in the late fifteenth or early sixteenth 
century it was one of two owned by David Selby. 

28. WyYLLIAM GRYFFYNE. At the beginning of the fifteenth century 
this was also a Thames mark and belonged to Thomas Boughey. 
Later it passed to a family named Harrison, who “ differenced ”’ 
it by converting the lateral triangles into complete notches. 
Whether it was thus used by the Harrisons on the Thames con- 
temporaneously with the original variant in Surrey waters by 
William Griffin, or whether it passed to him from the Harrisons 
and he differenced it back to its original form, there is at present 
no evidence for deciding. Comparison of this mark with No. 36 
(infra) shows that here again is another curious instance of the 
invention of two almost identical marks, but this time for use in 
the same waters. There can be hardly any direct connexion 
between them. 

29. THE Dyers. So far as we know at present this mark was only 
used by the Dyers’ Company in Surrey waters, as it is not given 
on the seventeenth century Thames roll above referred to. This 
catalogues two marks for them, both different to the present 
one. Unfortunately it has been several times reproduced from 
Kempes’ Loseley MSS., and apparently authentically labelled as 
the old Thames mark of the Dyers. It may be so, but up till now 
there is no evidence for it and the negative evidence is against it. 


The remaining marks were all used on the Thames and 
(except one) are taken from three different rolls. The earliest 
of these contains the names of a number of people who belonged 
to the second half of the fifteenth century, and it was probably 
compiled towards the end of that century or quite at the 
beginning of the next. It formerly belonged to the Mayor and 
Bailiffs of New Windsor, but is only known froma seventeenth- 
century copy made by Ashmole and contained in his collec- 
tions for a history of that town in the Bodleian.!. The other 
two are the Bodleian MS., Rawlinson D.9g49 and MS. 8021 in 
Chetham’s Library, Manchester. The former seems to have 
been compiled about 1539-1547, with later additions made 
between 1580 and 1600, the latter about 1575, though many 
names and marks are common to both. As there is no evidence 


1MS. Ashmole 826, ff. 138, 139. 
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connecting either of the three directly with Surrey, there is 
no need to describe them here. The marks are here arranged 
in the order in which they occur on the rolls, except that those 
of commoners have been placed in order of age, so far as this 
could be determined. 


30. 31. THE ABBoT OF CHERTSEY. The Abbot’sstaff, here incorporated 


32. 


34- 


in the marks, is found very frequently on the Thames as part 
of the marks of the religious houses. It is scarcely found at all 
elsewhere, the marks of Swineshead Abbey in Lincolnshire and 
of the Abbot of West Dereham in Norfolk being about the only 
other instances. 

33. THE Prior oF MERTON. These two marks together with that 
of Gregory Lovell (No. 12 supra) form a very good instance of 
the habit of ‘ differencing ’’ marks already referred to. There 
can be no doubt that the two here drawn were the marks of two 
different Priors and that all three, though essentially the same mark, 
would be easily distinguishable on the living bird. 

35. THE Prior OF NEWARK. The small round mark near the tip 
of the bill in No. 35 was called an “ oilet-hole ’” and was probably 
made with a hot skewer or other similar implement (it was defin- 
itely thus made in Yorkshire). One or more of them are found 
in a very high proportion of Thames marks and they were of 
much more frequent use on this river than elsewhere. In some 
certainly and perhaps in all cases (including the present) they 
were “‘ difference ’’ marks and were used in exactly the same way 
as the lateral “‘ gaps.” 


36. THE House oF LONDON BRIDGE (cf. No. 28 supra). There is un- 


fortunately no evidence whereby the age of the above seven marks 
can be gauged, but there can be little doubt that they are amongst 
the earliest and must go back to at least the middle of the fifteenth 
century. It is quite probable that the present one goes back 
another hundred years, for the Wardens of the Bridge would be 
likely to be amongst the earliest of the Swan-owners on the Thames. 
Strictly speaking this mark should be considered as belonging to 
the City of London, but as the storehouse and yard with the 
residences of the Bridge Masters were situated in Southwark 
and much of their property was in Surrey it is perhaps legitimate 
to include it here. In course of a discussion after the exhibition 
of a Norfolk Swan-roll at the Society of Antiquaries 1 Mr. Welch 
said that “the City of London Swans used to be kept by the 
Bridge Masters in connection with the chapel of St. Thomas on 
old London Bridge, but there was no record of the mark used.” 
I do not know upon what this statement is based, as I have failed 
to find any other reference either to the City Corporation or to 
the Bridge House as Swan-owners. There is, however, a mark 
given in the Chetham Roll under the heading ‘“‘ the Common 
Mark,” and this I imagine to have been the one used for the 
City Swans ; the present mark being definitely catalogued as that 
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of the Bridge House, I should think appertained to a separate 
game of Swans to those kept directly by the City. Be that as 
it may, it is gratifying to be able to place on record this long lost 
mark. A further point of interest about it is that it is one of the 
rare instances of a Swan-mark with a real heraldic derivation, for 
it is clear that it is taken from the annulet and cross patée of the 
Bridge House arms. 

LorD WINDsoR. 

Lapy Winpsor. These two marks go back to the first holder of 
the title, Andrews Windsor of Egham and afterwards of Headley, 
who was created Baron Windsor 1529. His wife was Elizabeth, 
daughter of William Blount and sister and co-heir of Edward, 
Lord Mountjoy. The marks were afterwards used by his suc- 
cessors, William 1543-1558, and Edward 1558-1575 and their 
wives (vide No. 4, supra). 


. StR GEORGE Putnam, of Puttenham, K.B. 1501, viv. 1509. 
. Str NicHoLas CAREWE, of Beddington, knighted 1517, d. 1539, 


father of Sir Francis (No. 13 supra). 


. SIR THOMAS SACKVILLE, vide No. 2 supra. 
. StR Henry Norsury, of Stoke D’Abernon, juve uxoris, Ann, 


daughter and heir of Sir William Crosyer. 


. JoHN Marston, of Horton in Epsom, viv. 1453. 

. THOMAS MoRESTEAD, of Abinger, viv. 1435. 

. WILLIAM SKERNE, of Kingston, viv. 1459. 

. Joun WeEsrToN, of Ockham, viv. 1485. The owner might equally 


have been his son or his grandson of the same name. From the 
date of the roll it might have been either. Presumably in this 
case (as in No. 5 supra) the mark is derived from the initial of 
the surname, though this design occurs frequently in all districts 
as the whole or part of a mark, sometimes, though frequently 
not, thus derived. (Cf. Nos. 1 and 14.) 

RICHARD RussELL, of Trottesworth in Egham, which he held of 
the Abbot of Chertsey. Marks such as this composed entirely 
of marginal “ gaps’’ are quite uncommon on the Thames and 
in the Fenland, though they form a high percentage of Broadland 
marks. They are probably the most ancient type. 


. WILLIAM WEsTBROOK, of Godalming, viv. 1530. 
49. 


Tuomas INGLER (or Engler), of Lingfield, vide 23 supra. 

There is an interesting letter from this owner concerning a 
dispute as to the ownership of certain Thames swans preserved 
in State Papers, Domestic, vol. 284. It is bound up with papers 
of 1602, though written in a hand of Henry VIII or Edward VI 
time and endorsed ‘‘ Ed. VI?” It is addressed to John Scott of 
Camberwell, who was a Baron of the Exchequer and died in 1535. 
WILLIAM CasTLETON, of Ditton, from whose house the letter above 
referred to, and from which this mark has been taken, was written. 
WILLIAM GAINFORD, of Lingfield; or his second son and heir, 
William, who was knighted in 1588. 


. RoBert Covert. This was presumably a Covert of Hascombe or 


of Wisley, but there is no Robert in the Visitation pedigree. They 
owned Hascombe from about 1480 to 1755 and Wisley in the 
sixteenth century. The mark, may be earlier, but is certainly of 
early Elizabethan date. 
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53- Henry Downe, of Chobham. 

54. JoHN Cooke, of Kingston. 

55. Rosert Lytton, of Wallington. 

56. WILLIAM TANNER, of Ashstead. 

57-60. JoHN SANDEs, of Little Patensham. Nos. 59 and 6oare clearly 
again instances of ‘‘ differencing ’’ ; perhaps one of the two may have 
been the mark as used by John’s father, though there is no evidence 
on the point. Nos. 57 and 58 both had earlier owners, though I 
have no evidence that they were Surrey men. There is, of course, 
no need for them to have been, as the swans and marks could 
have been, and no doubt were, obtained by John Sandes by 
purchase. He has “ differenced ’’ No. 57 by the addition of the 
semicircular “‘ gap”’ and No, 58 by the addition of the “ gap” 
and “ oilet-hole.”’ 
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EXCAVATIONS AT MERTON PRIORY! 
BY 


Lt.-CoLt. H. F. BIDDER, D.S.0O., M.A., F.S.A., AND THE LATE 
Rev. H. F. WESTLAKE, M.V.O., M.A., F.S.A. 


HE earlier history of the Canons Regular of St. Augustine, 

or Black Canons as they were commonly called, can 
hardly now be traced. They do not seem to have made their 
appearance in England until after the beginning of the twelfth 
century. It is true of course that certain houses, such as 
Huntingdon and Taunton, which subsequently followed the 
Augustinian Rule, were founded at a far earlier date, but the 
whole matter needs a discussion into which we cannot here 
enter. Like the Benedictines, each house was a separate 
corporation bound in no way to other houses. Each canon 
was sworn to “ stabilitas’’ or permanence in the house of his 
profession. Like the Benedictines, too, the Canons Regular 
held their triennial Chapters in accordance with the Lateran 
Council of the year 1215. Unlike them, however, the Austin 
Canons might serve the cures of souls, in particular those 
attached to their own houses. This last is an interesting 
point as bearing upon the fact that Thomas Becket, who as a 
child of ten began his education at Merton, at a later date 
wore the habit of the Merton Canons, while Hubert Walter, 
bishop of Salisbury, soon after his enthronement as archbishop 
of Canterbury, became a professed Canon of Merton. The 
first house to be settled in England would appear to be that 
of St. Botolph, Colchester, which was established within 
a year or two of the beginning of the twelfth century. The 
foundation of Merton must have followed shortly afterwards. 
Stowe, indeed, would have it in 1092, but this date cannot 


1 Reprinted from Arch@ologia (Vol. LXXVI, pp. 255-72), by kind 
permission of the Council of the Society of Antiquaries. 
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be sustained. Matthew Paris tells us that it was in the year 
1117 that Robert the prior, with a few brethren, first occupied 
Merton and began there to keep inviolably the rule of St. 
Augustine. The Annals of Waverley give the same date, but 
the entry there is a marginal note written in a different hand 
to the body of the manuscript. A late fourteenth-century 
manuscript at the College of Arms gives so detailed an account 
of the foundation that it may be a transcript of the earlier 
testimonies of eye-witnesses. The matter, however, is of little 
moment, as it affects the date 1117 by only two or three years. 
The history of Merton may be allowed, somewhat doubtfully, 
to begin with the grant by Henry I of his vill of Merton to 
Gilbert the Norman, who brought thither Robert, the sub- 
prior of Huntingdon, with a few brethren, to be the first prior, 
and in turn built two wooden churches for their use. The 
late Major Heales, F.S.A., printed a long précis of the manu- 
script mentioned above in his Records of Merton Priory, 
where the story concerning the early history may be read.! 
Our present purpose is only to relate so much of it as will 
serve as an introduction to the story which we have to tell 
of the fabric. More certainly that story may be said to begin 
with the Charter of Royal foundation granted by Henry I, 
in the year 1121-2. In this charter the vill of Merton was 
granted directly to the Canons Regular, serving or hereafter to 
serve God in that place, for the building of a church there in 
honour of the Blessed Virgin Mary, and for the weal of the souls 
of the king and queen, and others. In this charter the rights 
of the see of Winchester are expressly reserved, and it is there- 
fore a little unfortunate that the style Merton Abbey (which 
first appears in 1521) instead of Merton Priory should, by a 
careless use, be perpetuated to this day, at least as the name 
of a railway station built on part of its site (Fig. 1). 

Some few years after the date of this charter, perhaps in 
the year 1130, as related in the document quoted above, the 
beginning of a new church of stone was made. If it is to be 

1 Bishop Browne, in a lecture delivered at Merton in connexion 
with the 800th Anniversary celebrations at the parish church, 
interpreted this document (which he examined) to mean that Gilbert 
first built the parish church and established Robert and his Canons 


there in 1115, and that he moved the priory to the site by the Wandle 
in I117. 
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relied on, a statement in Decem Scriptores, that after his death 
at Mortlake at the end of the year 1135, Henry I’s body was 
brought to the new church of the Canons of Merton, would 
point to the conclusion that this stone church was now well 
advanced. Of the character of this church nothing has 
hitherto been known, but we hope to shed some little light 
upon it in the course of this paper. It is to be noted that 
the charter of Henry II, 
1156-7, confirming the 
vill of Merton to the 
Canons does not refer 
to a church hereafter to 
be built. This is but 
a scrap of negative evi- 
dence as to the comple- 
tion of the church, but 
throughout we have 
had to rely on scraps. 
Weare on more certain 
ground when we find 
that the altar of the 
Holy Cross was dedi- 
cated by the bishop of 
Bangor on 31 October, 
1196. This wouldseem 
to point to a church 
now in full use both |, Line of Precinct Well 
by the Canons Regular 
and the laity. 

The next event in 
the history of this ear- FIG. I.—MERTON PRIORY: SITE PLAN. 
lier church is recorded 
in the Annals of Dunstable. In December 1222 a great storm 
occurred, which blew down the two towers at the front of 
Dunstable church and the tower of Merton, as well as destroy- 
ing many other buildings and killing many people. The fall 
of the tower must have caused considerable damage to the 
rest of the fabric. The grant by Henry III to the prior of six 
ancient oaks from Windsor Forest in 1225, ad operacionem 
Ecclesie sue, and a further grant of ten more in 1227 from the 
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forest of Galtres, ad fabricam Ecclesie sue, seem to point to some- 
thing more extensive than the rebuilding of a tower: but it 
remains to say that a considerable search has failed to throw 
the smallest documentary light on the extension and rearrange- 
ment which must have taken place in the thirteenth century. 
Lambarde, in his Topographical Dictionary (p. 212), makes the 
statement under the year 1262, without quoting his authority, 
that the new chapel of St. Mary was built in the reign of 
Henry III. If we may accept this it may be fairly said to 
mark the completion of the enlarged stone church, a period 
with which our observation of the foundations has led us 
instinctively to agree. Moreover we find, under the 14th of 
January, 1263, one William Vadlet taking sanctuary in the 
priory church, and at the same time Henry de Micheham doing 
the same in the chapel of its infirmary. 

The interest taken by Henry III in the priory is instanced 
by his relatively frequent visits to it, while it is hardly necessary 
to recall the fact that the laws (quasdam novas leges) which 
pass under the name of the statutes of Merton were issued in 
1236. They were the work of the Grand Council of the realm 
which met no doubt in the chapter-house, the position of which 
we have been able to determine. Moreover, it was at the 
cross-roads outside the gate of Merton towards Carshalton that 
Henry ordered to be set up a fair strong cross in memory of 
William, Earl of Warenne and Surrey, who died in 1240. We 
may recall at this point, that it was at Merton that Hubert 
de Burgh took sanctuary ante majus altare in 1232 from the 
angry citizens of London; and that hither fled William of 
Wykeham in December, 1 376, when forbidden to come within 
twenty miles of the king’s court. 

In 1393 the prior pleads to the bishop that the chapel of 
the Blessed Mary in the church at Merton needs repair esti- 
mated at 240 marks, while necessary reparation to the nave 
would cost 2,000 marks. The total yearly income was but 
1,345 marks. This is the last important notice of the fabric 
until after the surrender of the priory, which is dated the 
16th of April, 1538, and signed by the prior, subprior, and 
twelve other canons. Almost immediately after the surrender 
of the priory, one John Whytechers of Merton was paid 13s. 4d. 
for “‘ uncovering the body of the church of Merton Abbey.”’ 
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Within four months 3,050 tons (loads) of stone had been 
carted away for the building of the new palace of Nonsuch at 
Ewell at a contract price for the cartage of 8d. a load—.e. 
2d.amile. Probably nothing but faced stone would be taken, 
and this quantity would be provided only by the destruction 
of the whole church.? 

Between the surrender of the priory and the beginning of 
the present exploration in 1921, the priory buildings had 
practically disappeared alike from sight and from the memory 
of man. No sign whatever remained of the great range of 
church and cloister, refectory and dormitory, cellarium, chap- 
ter-house or prior’s lodging. The only mark to distinguish 
the site as holy ground was the precinct wall enclosing an 
area of some 50 acres, of which wall a large portion (con- 
siderably rebuilt) still remains, and is happily protected by the 
National Trust (Fig. 1). It was in the collapse of a portion of 
this wall in 1797 that a charming little head with its sometime 
gilded fillet was found. The finder was a calico manufacturer, 
a Mr. Halfhide, who notes as follows: ‘ It had a gold coronet 
on the head, the eyes and colour perfect when found, but 
defaced by washing.”” It was presented to the Society of 
Antiquaries by Sir William Hamilton, who explained that the 
statement as to the gold coronet meant no more than that 
“the painting representing the gold and gems on the coronet 
was much fresher on its first discovery than in its present 
state.’’ In 1923 another sculptured head was found on the 
demolition of a piece of the same wall. This is a grotesque 
corbel of the thirteenth century, in a very perfect state of 
preservation. 

That the king’s leavings should be used as a quarry, in a 
stoneless district so close to London, was to be expected ; and 
in 1559 we find the churchwardens of St. Mary at Battersea 
paying 14s. for three loads of stones from “ Marten,” and 6d. 
to “ John Tylar”’ for ‘‘ digging up the stones we bought ’”— 
surely an indication that nothing but foundations were then 
available. At any rate, by our own day the priory was “ sunk 
without trace.’”’ It has been said that no sign was left upon the 
ground itself. A fairly exhaustive search has revealed no 
documentary description or indication of the character of the 

1L.and P. Foreign and Domestic, Hen, VIII, Vol. XIII, pt. ii, pp. 130-4. 
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buildings. No local tradition survived. One small engraving 
of the east end of a “‘ chapel’”’ standing near the river bank 
and still in occasional use during the eighteenth century was 
the only record of what had been one of the great priories of 
England. 

Towards the end of the last century the railway came. The 
station buildings were erected across the site of the south tran- 
sept of the church, the line and platform crossed the position 
of the chapter-house. No doubt foundations were met with 
in the course of the work, but no attention was paid to them, 
as far as is known. 

Then, in 1891, the Lambeth Water Company drove a trench 
along the station road which just hit the buttresses of the 
Lady chapel and the columns of the extended quire. Of this 
a careful record was made by the late Mr. Quartermain, an 
architect living in the neighbourhood, whose material has been 
kindly placed at our disposal by his widow. There was not 
enough, however, in the information obtained in this one 
trench to indicate what part of the priory buildings had been 
met with. 

Early in June 1914 an old house, known as Abbey House, was 
pulled down. Built up in the front of it was found a beautiful 
late-Norman arch, the nature of which is best seen in the 
photographs with which Mr. G. C. Druce, F.S.A., has kindly 
supplied us (Plate I).1_ Another Fellow of the Society, Mr. P. 
M. Johnston, gave an admirable description of thisarch andits 
probable place in the scheme of things to the Surrey Archzolo- 
gical Society (Surrey Arch. Coll., XX VII, 136). He suggested 
that in the absence of proof to the contrary it formed part 
of the Hospitium. We should regard this suggestion as well 
founded. It may be mentioned that parallel to this but now 
separated from it by the railway is what Mr. Johnston has 
called a Norman-Jacobean gateway, which would lead directly 
to the arch under review. It is fairly certain that the Norman 
stones in this construction are gleanings from the priory ruins, 
used in the making of a garden entrance. 

In 1919 another trench was driven down the road, this 

1 This arch is preserved in situ on the recreation ground of Messrs. 


Liberty & Co. An Early English capital (Plate II) was also found 
during the demolition. 
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DETAIL OF MOULDING OF NORMAN ARCH. 
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time by a Gas Company. It was not so deep as the last one, 
but it struck two graves walled with stone, the position of 
which was recorded. 

In the same year the land adjoining the station road was 
bought as a factory site by Messrs. Corfield, Ltd. We should 
like to say at once that it was a member of that firm, Mr. John 
Corfield, who first called our attention to the possibilities of the 
site, and invited us to begin explorations ; and that, through- 
out our work, the firm has given us every facility for carrying 
on our investigation on the half of the priory church that lies 
beneath the surface of their ground. 

The factory erected by Messrs. Corfield was fortunately 
altogether clear of what proved afterwards to be the church 
site, the only obstruction being a shed, beneath the floor of 
which we were allowed to probe ; but during the erection of 
the factory two discoveries were made in the adjoining ground : 
first, an interment, the bones being uncoffined and accom- 
panied by a fourteenth-century spur; and secondly, the 
presence of a large number of masons’ chips in a certain small 
area, together with some spoilt stones. These facts led us 
to assume that the stone coffins found by the Gas Company 
were inside the church, and the “ knight ”’ with his spur out- 
side the church, and further, that the chips indicated the mason’s 
lodge, which would probably be at the angle of the quire and 
transept, remote from the cloister. The chips proved to be in 
the angle between the Lady chapel and the east wall of the 
quire aisle. 

The uncovering of a block of concrete in the autumn of 1921 
encouraged us to begin actual excavations. From that first 
block has gradually grown the plan of a church over 300 feet 
long, showing the original Norman church, the medieval 
extension, the chapter-house, the cloister, and some indication 
at any rate of the conventual buildings. This result could 
never have been achieved but for the cordial co-operation, 
not only of Messrs. Corfield, but of the Metropolitan Water 
Board, when they drove yet another trench along the road, 
and of the Southern Railway Company, whose station and line 
cover an important part of the site. The Water Board trench, 
as we had anticipated, struck the south wall of the Lady chapel 
and the columns of the nave extension. It also laid bare 
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considerable sections of the pavement of the church. Through- 
out the work we were given every assistance in photographing 
and noting what was found. Sections of the foundations were 
left undisturbed until they could be photographed complete. 
Pieces of pavement were specially uncovered for us. The 
greatest care was taken by the staff that nothing should be 
passed unnoticed, and that all that could be removed should 
be carefully preserved. 

In this trench two interments of special note were found, 
both situated beneath the floor of the sanctuary of the church. 
The first had a rude coffin-shaped series of stones, faced on the 
inside, surrounding the bones, while the second was of similar 
character but of more careful workmanship. They were at 
5 feet and 2 feet below floor-level respectively. In neither 
case was there a lid or base, nor a head rest, the stones forming 
merely a lateral surround to the body. It was thought well 
to send the stones of the second to the London Museum, where 
they may now be seen, as representing an interesting and 
somewhat uncommon form of interment. The two interments 
found previously by the Gas Company were of similar character 
and were also in the sanctuary. Two more were subse- 
quently found there—one just in front of the north end of the 
reredos, and one a little farther west. 

The Southern Railway have by their generous assistance 
made the investigation of their portion of the site possible. 
They arranged for the digging of the holes between the sleepers 
of the running lines, which laid bare the foundations of the 
Norman chapter-house. They similarly exposed portions of 
the cloister, dormitory, and refectory walls beneath their 
coal-sidings, and they have allowed and assisted the inves- 
tigation of the foundations of the nave of the church 
that lie beneath the station approach. Further, they have 
marked the principal features of the plan upon the actual 
site. 

Before describing the plan of the priory in detail, it will be 
well to give a general account of the types of foundation met 
with. These fall into two main categories : 

(1) A broad raft or sleeper of loose gravel mixed with a 
little lime, at a depth below the floor-level of the 
church of from 2 feet to 4 feet. 
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(2) A wall-like foundation of very hard flint concrete, the 

surface at or slightly above floor-level. 

The Norman east end is marked only by foundations of the 
first type. The nave colonnade also rested on this type of 
foundation throughout. The walls of the nave and transept 
are marked by foundations of the second type, as are those 
of the chapter-house and monastic buildings; while the 
thirteenth-century eastward extension had the same type of 
foundation in a harder and heavier form. 

It may be that, in the earlier Norman work, the stone of 
wall and pillar was carried below the surface of the ground 
down to the sleeper bed; whereas in the latest Norman and 
succeeding buildings the foundation was raised with flint 
concrete to ground-level, where the stonework began. 

If the nave was finished in late Norman times, the latter 
principle may have been adopted for walls, while columns were 
still carried down to a sleeper foundation as formerly. This 
suggestion would account for the very remarkable fact that 
absolutely no trace of the position of the columns has yet been 
found upon the sleeper 
foundation of the main 
colonnade of nave and 
quire. All stonework 
being of value, the 
columns were demolished 
down to the sleeper bed. 
But the separate bases of 
hard flint concrete for the 
four columns added to the 
quire in the thirteenth 
century stand clear to- 
day, at floor-level. 

Although the stones of 
the church building, and FIG. 2.—PAVING TILE (3). 
even the flint founda- 
tions, have been of sufficient value to tempt builder and 


1 Of course it does not necessarily follow that where the first type 
only exists now the second never existed. There has been a great 
deal of grubbing up done during the last three centuries; but on the 
whole the indications are that the foundations of the earliest work were 
of the first type only. 
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road-maker to dig them up and take them away, this does 
not seem to have been the case with the stone paving of the 
church, areas of which remain in situ. This may be because the 
paving usually consisted of thin flags of green sandstone which 
is very friable, and dissolves under the weather into its com- 
ponent sand. The church itself was largely built of this 
material, and must have been subject to external decay, as 
it will be remembered was pleaded by the prior in 1393. Floor- 
ing tiles are sometimes found in conjunction with the stone 
flags, with occasional fragments of decorated tile (Figs. 2, 3, 
and 4). 


FIG. 3.—TWO PAVING TILES (4). 


The plan of the church falls into two main periods. We have 
first a Norman church, probably completed in the twelfth 
century. This church had a square east end, and transepts 
with chapels against their east walls, much on the plan of 
Kirkstall, Rievaulx, and other Cistercian churches (for at 
that time there was little distinction between the Augustinian 
and the Cistercian plan). The long aisled nave and the chapter- 
house with its apsidal end belong to the later part of this period. 
Then (following perhaps the fall of the central tower) we have 
a period of extension in the thirteenth century. The north 
transept was probably rebuilt : the east wall of the sanctuary 
was removed, and two bays were added to the quire. Aisles 
were built to the enlarged quire, forming an ambulatory 
leading to the new Lady chapel at the east end of the church 
(Fig. 5). 
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1. THE NORMAN CHURCH AND BUILDINGS 


The earliest completed church appears to have consisted 
of a rectangular aisleless chancel, transepts, and an aisled nave. 
The chancel was 35 feet, or two bays in length and 35 feet 
between wall centres—a distance that is retained throughout 
the church for the sleeper foundations of the colonnades. 


MERTON 
PRIORY CHURCH 


j Scale of Feet 
5° 
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FIG. 5.—GROUND PLAN. 


Foundations proved by excavation: floor level, black; below floor level, stipple. Conjectural 
walls in outline. 


Half this distance is assumed to be the length of a bay—an 
assumption that works out well on the whole. This would 
give eight bays to the completed nave. The north transept 
comes square against the chancel wall. The foundation of 
the wallof the north aisle of the nave is complete up to floor- 
level for over 100 feet from the west end eastwards ; it is of 
flint concrete 4 feet broad, and shows no trace whatever of 
buttresses. The presence of a band of the loose deep founda- 
tion running north and south at the second bay west of the 
crossing may indicate some feature of the early church. 
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At the west end, foundations of a similar character, though 
somewhat disturbed, indicate a western porch projecting Io feet 
from the face of the west wall, with an inner span of 23 feet, 
the opening expanding, at the outermost of three main orders, 
to nearly 40 feet. These porch foundations are only found 
on the north side. On the south (which is under the road) 
they have disappeared. 

Search was made, with the assistance of the Southern Rail- 
way, for the foundation of the south wall of the nave. Most 
of this appears to have been grubbed up (it is reported to have 
been represented by a ditch a few years ago), but a fragment 
was found which gave the line and confirmed the total breadth 
of the church—61 feet. 

The conventual buildings, which may probably be also 
referred to the Norman period, have been located as far south 
as the north wall of the refectory, by means of trial holes dug 
with the assistance of the railway company at such spots as 
were possible—between the sleepers of the running lines and 
sidings, and alongside the tracks. It was impossible to explore 
farther south, as the ground is covered by the railway coal yard, 
which has recently been made good with a foot or so of flints 
and chalk well rolled in. Enough has been found, however, 
to indicate with certainty the dimensions of the cloister and 
surrounding ranges, and of the chapter-house. In all cases 
the foundation was of hard flint concrete. The result is best 
shown by reference to the plan (Fig. 5). 

There is a striking analogy to the Norman cloister and 
chapter-house of St. Augustine’s Abbey, Bristol, another 
Augustinian house, as its name shows. This is all the more 
interesting, inasmuch as the thirteenth-century extension of 
the east end of the church is almost identical with the similar 
extension at Bristol, as will be seen. 

To deal first with the chapter-house—this was a building 
70 feet by 30 feet (interior measurement) with an apsidal east 
end. Although the south transept of the church cannot be 
investigated, being under the platform and booking office of 
the railway station, the position of the north wall of the chapter- 
house, equidistant from the centre of the church with the north 
wall of the north transept, raises a strong presumption that the 
chapter-house was, at any rate after the enlargement of the 
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church, against the south transept wall. The plan and pro- 
portions of the chapter-house are almost identical with those 
of Bristol. A small fragment of curb-stone and tiling found 
under the railway line indicates the central walk or aisle, 
10 feet broad. 

A slype was found on the south side of the chapter-house, 
and the interior breadth of the dormitory was determined— 
30 feet. The cloister proved to be rectangular, 93 feet by 85 
feet, with a cloister walk 8 feet broad. The internal breadth 
of the cellarer’s range was 20 feet. 


2. THIRTEENTH-CENTURY WORK 


(a) The North Transept. 
(6) The extension of the quire and construction of the Lady 
Chapel at the east end. 


(a) The North Transepft. 


The existing foundations of the North Transept are those 
of a thirteenth-century rebuilding, probably upon the Norman 
plan. There were originally four small chapels, each 12 feet 
square internally, against the eastern wall, the innermost 
being removed at a later date to make an entrance to the aisle 
of the extended quire. Buttresses indicate a vaulted roof. 
The buttress next to the north corner of the east wall does 
not correspond exactly with the first chapel division, since the 
buttresses are spaced from the centre of the north wall, and 
the chapels are not. 


(b) The Quire Extension. 


The quire extension, with the construction of the Lady chapel 
behind the high altar and quire aisles leading thereto, was the 
last great expansion of the priory church, and probably was 
completed by the middle of the thirteenth century. The work 
added 100 feet to the length of the church, and must have made 
a vast difference in its internal effect. The Norman east wall 
was demolished, and two bays of 19} feet were added to the 
quire. The sleeper foundation was not continued eastwards, 
but four solid foundations of flint concrete were made for 
the piers of the extension. These are of different shape, the 
western pair being squares of 6 feet 6 inches placed normally to 
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CAPITAL FROM SITE OF ABBEY HOUSE. 


ARCH OF REREDOS FOUNDATION, 
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the axis of the church, the eastern pair circular below, diamond- 
shaped at ground-level. The foundations of the reredos and 
of screen walls between the piers were also found. The reredos 
foundation consisted of three stone arches with flint concrete 
between. These arches were constructional only (Plate II). 

The aisle wall foundations are of very heavy flint concrete 
nearly 6 feet in width, with square buttresses opposite the 
piers. They extend one bay beyond the eastern pier, before 
returning to the entrance of the Lady chapel. The latter is 
35 feet in length by 30 feet in width internally, and ends in an 
east wall, the foundations of which have been reinforced on its 
east side at a later date by an additional wall of concrete 
3 feet thick containing lumps of worked stone from demolitions. 

Against the north side of the westernmost buttress of the 
north aisle wall was a small stone platform, 6 feet by 3 feet, 
which from its arrangement we thought might have been the 
base of a stone cross overlooking the graveyard. Alongside 
the next buttress aresome flagstones. It was close to the north- 
east corner of this aisle that the first find was made—the 
interment with the spur, already referred to. To the east of 
this aisle the great number of stone chips, with some spoiled 
stones, were turned up, which indicated the mason’s yard. 

A very interesting feature is the curve in the aisle wall soon 
after it leaves the transept. At first the line of the nave wall, 
slightly south of the line of the transept chapel, is accepted ; 
then the wall is swung out 2 feet, so as to give a breadth for the 
ambulatory of 15} feet. 

The plan of this extension, as was pointed out to us by a 
Fellow of the Society, Mr. Sydney Kitson, is almost identical 
with the extension eastwards of St. Augustine’s Abbey, Bristol. 
So close is it, indeed, that it is impossible not to believe that 
the builders of Bristol had Merton in their minds. St. Augus- 
tine’s extension is a little later (I300—50), and one bay larger. 
The description given of it by Mr. Roland Paul, F.S.A., in his 
account of St. Augustine’s in Arch@ologia, Vol. LXIII, might 
have been written of Merton, and we quote it here: 


‘‘ The new scheme, as can be seen by the plan, was to rebuild 
the eastern arm on a much larger scale. The new quire and 
presbytery were of five bays with aisles, and east of this was a 


4 


64 


Lady Chapel of two bays. . . . The plan adopted by Knowle 
enabled him to build a large part of his new work without 
disturbing the Norman presbytery and high altar ; that is, to 
complete the Lady Chapel, and certainly the easternmost bay 
of the presbytery. The extra width given to the aisles would 
almost have enabled him to build the outer wall on the south 
side.” 
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3. PAVEMENTS AND OTHER REMAINS IN THE NAVE 


Indications of the arrangement of the nave of the church 
are found in certain patches of pavement which have come to 
light and some masses of concrete that are not very easy to 
explain. The most important piece of paving is just west of 
the entry to the crossing. Here sufficient was found, during 
the excavations of the Metropolitan Water Board, to indicate 
the character of the paving at this point across the whole 
breadth of the nave. The design consists of a stone paving 
14 feet broad, with tile edging 6} feet broad on each side. 
The tile edging consists first of a band of patterned tiles placed 
diamond-wise next the stone flags; and then of red flooring 
tiles, placed square, and seven deep. The latter measure 
just under 7 inches square, the former 5} inches. The stone 
paving itself appears to mark a division of the church, 
possibly the entrance to the quire or to some special area 
at the crossing. The division is marked by two lines of 
rectangular stones laid across the church. These are just 
under 1 foot long by 84 inches wide. Up to them from the 
west comes a pavement of stones set diamond-wise, each 
nearly 10 inches square. Between and to the east of the 
rectangular bands the diamonds are smaller—8} inches square. 
Opposite these transverse bands the tiles stop abruptly at the 
edge of the sleeper foundation. They are laid on sand over 
clay filling. The pavement appears to widen after passing this 
point. 

At the opening of the crossing is a mass of hard flint concrete 
with a core rising to floor-level which may be the disfigured 
foundation of one of the crossing piers. Just to the west of 
the transverse bands lies a mass of concrete that is frankly 
inexplicable. A heavy mass of flint concrete some 16 feet 
long rests on the sleeper foundation and has along its southern 
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edge a flint wall foundation at floor-level, 2 feet broad. Against 
the latter on its inner (south) side is a large mass of later 
concrete 7 feet broad by 12 feet long, containing worked stone 
from demolition. A few floor tiles were in position on the east 
end of this, set to a ledge on the aforementioned wali-core. 
Large stones underground formed a descending abutment at 
the west end of this mass, towards the north. 

There should be a column somewhere in the space occupied 
by these masses, but it is difficult to fit one in. It is tempting 
to think of the inner late foundation as a part of the pulpitum. 
At any rate, the character of the paving entirely changes 
immediately to the west of it. The tile borders have ceased 
and the stone flags cover the whole floor. They are no longer 
diamond, but of a fairly uniform breadth of about 84 inches, 
and varying lengths. The stones are laid diagonally, the 
direction of the unbroken joints varying. This paving is 
edged with a narrow strip of hard flint concrete, perhaps the 
foundation of a screen wall. 

Ten feet west of the change of paving a double transverse 
line of rectangular stones may again mark some line of impor- 
tance. It is half-way between the foundation just described 
and the last we have to deal with. This consists of a solid 
flint foundation, 10} feet long by 4 feet broad at the east end. 
On the inner (south) side it is edged with faced stones. It is 
surrounded, except at the back, by pavement of the character 
last described, on which, on the west side, are superimposed 
some tiles. 

A mass of foundation not unlike this in shape was noted by 
Mr. Quartermain when the trench was driven through in 1891, 
in a position that proves, on plotting, to be a corresponding 
position on the south side of the aisle. 

Surely these two masses are the foundations of the side 
portions of the Rood screen. There would probably have 
been a central portion upon which the Rood stood, and in front 
of which the people’s altar would be placed. This central 
foundation seems to have disappeared. There would have 
been a doorway on each side between the central and side 
portions. 

The pavement of the remainder of the nave appears to have 
consisted of flagstones laid diagonally, of the type last described. 
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The north aisle was for the most part paved with rectangular 
slabs of stone, 8} inches broad and of varying length, laid in 
courses at right angles to the wall. At the west end of the 
north aisle, however, the flooring was brown glazed tiles, 9} 
inches square. Four of these were found in position, and the 
seatings of others were clear throughout the last two bays. 
Wherever paving has been found, the crumbling remains of 
an earlier pavement have been found beneath the later paving. 


4. INTERMENTS 


The interments under the sanctuary have already been 
described. In addition to the six examples there of the cist of 
separate stones (which it is not unreasonable to suppose are 
the graves of priors or high officials of the priory) two burials 
outside the church call for notice. One was a stone coffin 
hollowed out of one piece of limestone and containing the 
skeleton of a very large man, whose body had been crammed 
into the coffin with the greatest difficulty—and this although 
the internal length of the coffin was over 6 feet. The coffin was 
placed against the north wall of the aisle near the west end. 
There were grooves for a lid which no doubt disappeared at the 
time of the demolition, as the top of the coffin was at ground- 
level. 

The other was 30 feet south of the north transept, and 
consisted of a slab with moulded edge resting on a surround of 
stone faced on the outside, the middle being filled with concrete. 
Presumably the interment is below. 
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ADMIRAL SIR RICHARD ONSLOW, BART., 
G.C.B 


BY 


THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE EARL OF ONSLOW, 
P.C., F.S.A., 


President of the Society. 


ICHARD ONSLOW was the second son of Lieut.-General 
Richard Onslow, a younger brother of Speaker Arthur 
Onslow. He served as Adjutant-General to the forces from 
733 to 1739, and was afterwards General Officer Commanding, 
or “ Governor” as it was then called, first at Fort William 
and then at Plymouth. He served with distinction at the 
battle of Dettingen, and was for many years M.P. for Guildford. 
His son Richard entered the Navy in 1751, when he was 
only ten years old. At the age of seventeen he was on the 
East India Station with Vice-Admiral George Pocock, and 
was given his commission as Lieutenant on the Sunderland ; 
in 1759 he was transferred to the Grafton, and in March 1760 
to Pocock’s flagship, the Yarmouth, on board of which he 
returned to England. When he was nineteen he was promoted 
Commander, and given the command of the Martin, which 
he held for a year. He was posted on April 14th, 1762, and 
given command of H.M.S. Humber of 40 guns, in which he 
convoyed the Baltic Trade. Richard, of course, enjoyed very 
powerful interest at home to have gained such rapid promotion 
as to bea Post Captain before coming of age, but such promo- 
tions were not uncommon in the eighteenth century. Early 
promotion was justified in Richard, but he nearly lost his 
life in his first command as a Post Captain, for in September 
1762, when returning from the Baltic, on board off Flam- 
borough Head, by some error on the part of the pilot whom he 
had taken, the Humber and many of the convoy were wrecked. 
A court martial was held, at which Richard was acquitted of 
67 
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all blame, and on November 29th, 1762, he was appointed 
to command the Phenix. This was followed by the command 
of the Aguilon in 1766, and for the next three years he was 
with her in the Mediterranean. 

In 1770 he commissioned the Diana, and in her went to 
Jamaica under the orders of Sir George Rodney, and in 1776 
he took over the command of the St. Albans of 64 guns and 
500 men, and was employed in taking out a convoy to join 
Admiral Lord Howe at New York. The American War had 
broken out in 1775, and during the operations of 1776-8 
Richard fought under Howe, his ship being employed in 
keeping guard over the camp at Long Island, at the mouth 
of the Hudson. Later his ship formed part of the reinforce- 
ments sent to the West Indies to the assistance of the British 
Admiral commanding, the Hon. Samuel Barrington, when 
war broke out with the French as a consequence of their 
support of the Colonies. 

In the early summer of 1779 Richard was sent in charge 
of a convoy to England, where he paid off the St. Albans and 
for a short time was without a ship. In 1780, however, he 
was appointed Captain of the Bellona, which was a 74, and 
on December 30th, in company with the Marlborough under 
Captain Taylor Penry, she overtook and captured the Dutch 
54-gun ship Prinses in the Channel. In 1781 the Bellona 
accompanied Darby to the Mediterranean, as the Spaniards 
were making strenuous efforts to take Gibraltar, and the 
garrison were in urgent need of supplies. The Channel 
Squadron under Darby was sent out with a convoy, and the 
relief was accomplished on April 12th, 1781. In 1782 Richard 
and the Bellona again formed part of the relieving force at 
Gibraltar. The Spaniards were making desperate efforts to 
take the fortress, assisted by a French army on the land side 
of 40,000 men. Lord Howe, Richard’s old Admiral in America, 
had taken over the command of the Channel Fleet from Darby. 
The relief was effected with admirable skill, but the siege of 
Gibraltar was not raised until 1783, when the war ceased. 
Meanwhile Richard’s ship was detached from the Channel 
Fleet after her return from Gibraltar, and Richard was sent 
to the West Indies again with Sir Richard Hughes, but returned 
to England on the conclusion of peace. 
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During the next seven years he was unemployed and passed 
his time on shore, but in 1789 he commissioned the Magnificent 
of 74 guns at Portsmouth. She was the last ship Richard 
commanded as Captain, for on February Ist, 1793, he was 
promoted to be Rear-Admiral of the White; on April 12th, 
1794, Rear-Admiral of the Red; Vice-Admiral of the White 
on July 4th of the same year, and Vice-Admiral of the Red on 
June Ist, 1795; but he had no command as a Rear-Admiral 
or as Vice-Admiral of the White, and it was not until 1796 
that he hoisted his flag at Portsmouth. His fleet was active 
in the Channel, and during the spring of 1796 captured the 
Zeeland, a Dutch 64; the Braakel, 54 guns; the Sfolen, 40 
guns ; and the Meermin and Pijl of 16 guns each. All these 
ships were added to the Royal Navy. 

On November 19th, 1796, he was appointed second in 
command to Admiral Duncan in the North Sea, in succession 
to Vice-Admiral Macbride, whose health had given way, and 
hoisted his flag on board the Nassau. 

The year 1797 produced an epidemic of mutinies in England. 
Strikes and disorders took place at Portsmouth, mutinies 
broke out at Spithead and Plymouth, and the marines in the 
Channel Fleet sent a curious letter to Howe complaining of 
their uniform. 

The mutiny at Yarmouth began on board Duncan’s flagship 
the Venerable on April 30th. The Admiral was able to re- 
establish order, but not without some trouble. The Nassau 
followed the example of her sister flagship, but the outbreak 
seems to have been less serious than on the Venerable. A 
petition was addressed to Richard, asking that the ship should 
be ordered to a King’s port so that nineteen months’ wages 
which were due should be paid. On receipt of this document 
Richard reported his opinion that if ordered to weigh anchor 
the crew would refuse to do so until they received their wages. 
In a letter dated May 27th Duncan wrote to Spencer: ‘ On- 
slow . . . used every argument with the Nassau... and 
acted with great propriety, but to no purpose.’ Therefore to 
prevent difficulty Richard hoisted his flag on board the 
Adamant, 50 guns, the one ship in the Fleet besides the Vener- 
able on board of which no disorder then appeared. 

On May 27th Duncan issued orderes for the Fleet to go 
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to sea, but the Nassau refused to weigh anchor. On the 
following day the Standard and Belliqueux returned to Yar- 
mouth Roads. On the 29th, at noon, the two flagships were 
left alone with the Agamemnon and the Glaiton, but an hour 
later both of these mutinied, and the Venerable and the Adamant 
were the only two ships of the line which could be depended 
upon against the whole enemy Fleet. On June 1st the Garland 
frigate, sloop Stork and Trent frigate joined the two Admirals, 
and the little Fleet looked into the Texel and saw in the Roads 
14 ships of the line, 8 frigates, and 73 other craft. Duncan 
and Onslow held a Council of War, at which the Captains were 
also present. Two courses were open—the first was to keep 
the Texel blockaded by a bluff, or to retreat to some place 
of security where an attack could be faced from the Dutch 
without the danger of a possible attack from the rebel Fleet 
at the Nore. 

Both Richard and Duncan came to the conclusion that 
their duty was to keep the Texel closed, and this they set to 
work to do, with or without ships. On June Ist the Venerable 
and the Adamant were off the Texel, the crews being at their 
quarters for three days and three nights. During the whole 
of the time the two Admirals were manceuvring and signalling 
as though a whole Fleet lay in the offing. On the first day the 
Venerable passed in sight of the Dutch Fleet accompanied by 
the Adamant with a Red Flag Rear-Admiral at the mizen; 
this was the First Squadron of two sail of the line. The next 
day the two Admirals appeared as private ships (i.e. without 
a flag officer), pennants only flying. On June 5th the little 
Fleet was joined by the Russell and Sanspareil, and the four 
ships then appeared as the Third British Squadron, the Admiral 
flying his proper blue flag at the main ; they lay in the mouth 
of the Texel signalling and communicating with an imaginary 
Fleet in the offing. On June roth the situation was relieved 
by the arrival of Sir Roger Curtis with H.M.S. Prince, Formid- 
able, Caesar, Bedford and Glatton, and on June 13th the Russian 
Squadron of 12 ships of the line and 7 frigates arrived also, 
but the Russians, however, only remained for ten days. On 
June 17th the news reached the Fleet that the mutiny was 
over; the imminent peril with which the country had been 
threatened was now removed, and the Board of Admiralty 
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very rightly sent a message of thanks to the officers and crews 
of H.M.S. Venerable and Adamant, saying that “ Their Lord- 
ships have seen with the greatest satisfaction their good conduct 
during the late outrageous mutiny.” 

But although the mutiny was over, the cruise off Texel was 
prolonged for nineteen weeks. On July 25th Richard shifted 
his flag from the Adamant to the Monarch, and Sir Roger 
Curtis was withdrawn with his squadron to reinforce the 
Mediterranean Fleet. On August 7th the blockade of the 
Texel was declared, and all neutral vessels were prevented 
from entering or leaving, but in the first days of October the 
Naval Committee at The Hague changed their policy, and it 
was decided that the Fleet should put to sea and engage the 
British Fleet. On October 7th de Winter left the Texel ; the 
British cruisers observed his Fleet as soon as the ships began 
to make sail, and the Sfeculator lugger, the first to give the 
alarm, was sent to Yarmouth to warn the Fleet. 

On the morning of October 11th, 1797, the squadron sighted 
the Dutch Fleet ; and the Venerable made the general sign for 
close action. The two divisions were each led by their flagships, 
and the Monarch was the first to engage the enemy. In 
Duncan’s words, “ Vice-Admiral Onslow in the Monarch bore 
down on the enemy’s rear in the most gallant manner, and 
the action commenced about forty minutes past 12 o’clock.”’ 

The wind was blowing straight in shore, and it was clear 
that if the attack was not made promptly the Dutch would 
speedily get into shoal water, when no attack would be possible. 
Duncan realized the necessity of cutting off their retreat by 
getting between them and the land, so without waiting to 
form line of battle, and with the Fleet in very irregular order 
of sailing, in two groups led by the Venerable and Monarch, 
he made the signal to pass through the enemy’s line and 
engage to leeward. As Richard’s division, headed by the 
flagship, bore down on the Dutch line, his Captain, O’Bryen, 
said to him that he could find no passage through the enemy. 
“The Monarch will make a passage,” said the Admiral. 

Forty minutes after Richard had broken the line with his 
division Duncan’s division did the same, and thereafter the 
battle became a series of duels between ships. The Battle 
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of Camperdown was one of the severest actions fought by the 
British Navy—‘‘ A more bloody conflict than this is not 
recorded in the naval history of Great Britain since the 
famous Dutch Wars,” says Schomberg. 

The Monarch greatly distinguished herself, and had a pro- 
longed duel with the flagship of Vice-Admiral Reyntjes and 
Rear-Admiral Meurer. The Dutch flagship fought with the 
utmost gallantry, but was eventually obliged to strike to the 
Monarch. A picture of Richard receiving the surrender of the 
Dutch Vice-Admiral, presented by Russell the Mayor, hangs in 
the Guildhall at Guildford (Plate III). Admiral Duncan, in his 
despatch of October 13th, reported: “‘ It is with the greatest 
pleasure and satisfaction I make known to their Lordships the 
very gallant behaviour of Vice-Admiral Onslow, the Captains, 
Officers, Seamen and Marines of the Squadron, who all appeared 
actuated with the truly British spirit.” He also writes in a 
private letter to Spencer, dated October 15th, ‘‘ Onslow behaved 
with great spirit.” 

On October r9th the Court of Common Council of London 
resolved to present an address of congratulation to the King, 
and the Freedom of the City and Sword of Honour to Admirals 
Duncan and Onslow for their services, as well as the thanks 
of the Corporation to the Captains, Officers and Seamen of 
the North Sea Fleet, and £500 to the Lloyds Fund for the 
Widows and Orphans. 

The Corporation of Dublin resolved to present a congratu- 
latory address to the King, and the Freedom of the City in 
decorated oak boxes to the two Admirals. On October 17th 
the London Gazette announced that the King had been pleased 
to grant the dignity of a Viscount of the United Kingdom 
to Adam Duncan, Esq., Admiral of the Blue Squadron of 
H.M. Fleet, by the name style and title of Viscount Duncan 
of Camperdown, and also that His Majesty had been pleased 
to grant the dignity of a Baronet of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain to Richard Onslow, Esq., Vice-Admiral of the Red 
Squadron of H.M. Fleet. 

On November 2nd the King opened Parliament in person 
and made reference to the victory of the North Sea Fleet. 
In both Houses of Parliament votes were passed “ thanking 
Admiral Lord Viscount Duncan, Vice-Admiral Sir Richard 
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Onslow, the Captains and Officers, and highly approving the 
services of the seamen and marines.’”’ On December 19th the 
officers and men of the Fleet went in solemn procession with 
the King to St. Paul’s, where a service of thanksgiving was 
held, which was attended by the Admirals and Captains. 

On November 6th the East India Company entertained 
them at a complimentary dinner at the London Tavern, at 
which Admiral Sir Horatio Nelson was also present. The 
rejoicings over, the two Admirals returned to their Fleet to 
continue supervision of the blockade of the Texel. Shortly 
after the New Year Lord Duncan became unwell, and Richard 
succeeded him as Commander-in-Chief as a temporary measure 
until August, when on the return of Lord Duncan he resumed 
his former post of Second-in-Command. 

In the early days of August the French landed troops in 
north-west Ireland, and the Admiralty sent special instructions 
to the North Sea Fleet to prevent any squadron of frigates 
from sailing to the coast of Ireland. Sir Richard was des- 
patched in command of the Squadron to watch the Texel, 
and to prevent the egress of enemy ships. Only one attempt 
was made. On October 24th Captain King of the Sirius, 
when reconnoitring off the Texel, chased and captured two 
Dutch frigates: the Waaksamheid of 26 guns was captured 
at noon, after firing but one gun, with 120 soldiers on board 
and a quantity of arms and ammunition destined for Ireland, 
and this was followed by the capture of a frigate of 36 guns, 
also with men and stores for Ireland. After this no further 
attempts were made by the Dutch to send relief to Ireland, 
and Sir Richard was ordered to bring his Squadron back to 
Yarmouth. The constant strain had told on his health and 
he applied for sick leave soon after his return : finding, however, 
no improvement, he resigned his command on December roth 
and struck his flag. Vice-Admiral Dickson succeeded him 
and hoisted his flag in the Monarch. 

On February 14th, 1799, both Admiral Duncan and Sir 
Richard were promoted: Duncan to be Admiral of the White 
and Onslow Admiral of the Blue. But little remains to be told, 
as Richard had no further employment afloat or on shore. 
He was promoted Admiral of the White on April 23rd, 1804, 
and Admiral of the Red on the creation of that rank on Novem- 
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ber oth, 1805. He had already received the Camperdown 
Gold Medal, struck after the battle of 1797, and in 1815 he 
was nominated a G.C.B. : he was also given the rank of Lieut.- 
General of Marines. 

Sir William Hotham, who served as his Captain on board 
the Adamant during the mutiny at the Nore, describes him as 
below the middle stature and of a florid countenance: his 
manner was abrupt and unprepossessing to strangers, but his 
ideas and disposition were generous, and he wasan affectionate 
husband and an indulgent father. He suffered from occasional 
irritability of temper, caused in a great measure from a nautical 
predilection to conviviality without the necessary strength of 
constitution to support it. Hotham had a great affection 
for his old Admiral and a high regard for his “ gallantry and 
seamanship.” 

In 1773 Sir Richard married Anne, daughter of Commodore 
Matthew Michell of Chilterne, Wilts, and on the death of 
his father-in-law in 1752 he and his wife inherited a con- 
siderable property, but there is no evidence that he made his 
home in Wiltshire. He lived for some time in Windsor Forest 
in a house lent to him by his cousin Thomas, Viscount Cranley, 
who was then outranger of Windsor Forest. He died in 1817 
at Southampton, leaving a direction in his will that his funeral 
expenses should not exceed £20, remarking that “‘ the funeral 
of a brave and honest sailor costs a much less sum.” 
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A FOUNDER’S HOARD OF PREHISTORIC 
BRONZE IMPLEMENTS DISCOVERED IN 
SHUNAWAY PLANTATION, COULSDON, 
SURREY 

BY THE LATE 
PRESCOTT ROW 


 ypeipsag in January 1928 a party of labourers were 

sent to the Shunaway Plantation, which lies on the 
hill-side a hundred yards south of Marlpit Lane, Coulsdon, 
Surrey, to dig flints from the clay that overlies the chalk of 
the North Downs. In the course of their work they un- 
covered a rich hoard of Bronze about 3 feet 6 inches beneath 
the surface. The usual thing happened ; the best implements 
were sold by the workmen to any purchasers who happened to 
be in the neighbourhood and were soon spread far and wide. 

In March of the same year, by a mere accident, the rough 
metal and the broken implements were offered to me for sale, 
and I heard for the first time of the discovery. I communi- 
cated at once with Mr. Reginald Smith at the British Museum 
and acquired the collection: being careful to ask particularly 
if it comprised the whole of the find, and being assured, with 
the utmost gravity, that it did. 

This collection consisted of one complete 
looped and socketed celt, 4 inches long with a 
straight cutting edge rounded at the corners 
(Fig. 1),! and four broken implements (parts of 
two winged celts of the continental type and 
parts of two socketed celts (Figs. 2, 3, 4, 5)), 
together with fragments of metal cake from 
the bottom of the furnace : the fragments 
alone weighing 17 lb. 6 oz. 

On the 25th March I went by appointment 
to Coulsdon and was taken by a workman—the father of one 
of the finders—and was shown the excavation from which they 
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were taken. I have marked the site on the 6-inch Survey 
Sheet XX S. W. A footpath, not marked on the map, enters 
the wood close to the north-west angle and joins another 


path (marked) to the south-east. There is 
a yew tree at the north-west entrance to the 
path, and the find was made at forty paces 
from this entrance in the bank 10 yards 
north-east of the path. 

I made an examination of the ground 
and enquired carefully of the man, but 
could hear nothing of any pottery, broken 
or otherwise, having been associated with 
the hoard. 

The site is on high ground, nearly 500 
feet O.D., and a valley divides it from the 
great whaleback ridge of Farthing Down, 
which is crowned by the vestiges of at least 
five tumuli (round barrows). I visited the 
site again in September 1928 and found it 
much disturbed by further digging, and as 
there is a good deal of building activity 
going on here, I am afraid the site will not 
be recognizable very long. 

I immediately communicated with the 
Surrey Archeological Society at Guildford 
and transferred the whole to their keeping. 
Having got them safely under their pro- 
tection, I then sent a report, briefly an- 
nouncing the find and its contents to the 
Croydon and Coulsdon newspapers. The 
result of this was interesting. I received 
a visit from Mr. Hugh Roberts of Thornton 
Heath, who, I understand, is the foreman 
of work going on in the neighbourhood. 
He informed me that other implements had 
been found. I might mention that I was 
told that one of the implements found had 
been mounted on the motor-car of the 
owner as a mascot, but I am relieved to 
say that on making further enquiries I do not 
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at present think that such is the case. Mr. Roberts kindly 
lent the two specimens that he possesses. These consist of : 

A socketed gouge 3); inches long, finch wide, 
weighing 3 oz. (Fig. 6). — 

A very fine looped and socketed celt 3% inches | 
long, with boldly curved edge extending to 2 | |) 
inches, and crescent ornamentation, weighing 10 | 
oz. (Fig. 7). ‘an 

By means of following the clues given me by 
Mr. Roberts I was then able to trace to Worthing a third 
large looped and socketed celt, 4 inches long, with simple 
plain ornament of one band, and a curved edge of 2 inches 
wide. It is heavy and weighs 13 oz. (Fig. 
8). This has kindly been lent to me by Mr. 
J. Ernest Hawkins of Worthing, who, I 
understand, is the owner of the ground in 
which the hoard was found. 

The fourth, finest and most interesting, 
implement is in the possession of Mr. H. 
Roos of Croydon, who has very kindly lent 
it for exhibition. This is a very fine looped ( ys 
and socketed celt, 43 inches long, with boldly “=~ 
curved cutting edge of 2 inches, and weighs 
140z. It is decorated on both sides with a raised oblong 
panel, 1? inch X ? inch, carrying two bosses, and a narrow 
raised band encircles the implement (Fig. 9). I would draw 
your special attention to this unusual decor- 


ation. I was not able to find it on the 
many examples from all over the world in A 
the British Museum Collection, and it does 
not appear to be figured in Sir John Evans’s 
book upon Bronze Implements. I must, 


however, mention that Mr. O. G. S. Craw- 
ford writes to me: “I have seen that 
panel ornament before and, if my memory 
is corrret, from some other site in 
Surrey.” 

I have learned that a fifth celt, which I 
believe completes the contents of the hoard, is in the pos- 
session of Mr. C. Roos of Staines, but I have not, at the 
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time of writing, been able to persuade the owner to allow 
me to see it. 

I am indebted to Mrs. G. Macalpine Woods 
; ) of Beer, Devon, for most kindly making some 
|] { very beautiful drawings of the implements 

; in colour, and I am also glad of being able 
to lend the specimens to Mr. H. J. E. 
Peake, and understand that he has taken 
drawings and measurements for the Cata- 
logue made by the British Association Com- 
mittee on Bronze Implements. 

There are in the National Collection at 
the British Museum two bronze hoards from 
Surrey, found respectively at Addington 
and Wandsworth, but the condition of the implements is 
poor in comparison with the fine examples found at Coulsdon 
—apart from the interest of the rare, if not unique, ornament 
found upon one of them. 
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THE REPAIR OF OLD MALDEN CHURCH 
BY 


THOMAS F. FORD, A.R.I.B.A. 


HE Church of Old Malden, dedicated to St. John Baptist, 
stands on a small hill overlooking a valley and stream 
on the west and is probably the descendant of a Church erected 
before the Conquest. The Saxon name “ Maeldune”’ from 
which the modern Malden is derived is said to be capable of 
meaning “ Mael”’ a cross and “‘ dune ”’ a hill, and it is possible 
that on this consecrated hill-site existed the chapel mentioned 
in the Domesday record. 

In the year 1240 the manor came into the hands of Walter 
de Merton, Chancellor of England and founder of Merton 
College, Oxford, to which he eventually conveyed this manor 
with other lands, and the College has retained its interest in it 
until the present time. 

In the year 1585 it is recorded that the Church was badly 
decayed and needed extensive repair, as would appear from 
the grant of a “ brief’’ in that year for collecting money to 
rebuild the Church. This date is interesting, as two years 
previously the estate, which had previously been forcibly 
leased by Queen Elizabeth from Merton College, came into 
the hands of the Goode family, who apparently at once in- 
terested themselves in the decayed condition of the Parish 
Church. 

The work of rebuilding, however, was not actually begun 
until 1610 and then largely owing to the munificence of Sir 
John Goode, at that time Lord of the Manor, who died in 
1627, and is commemorated by a tablet on the east wall 
of the Chancel in which it is recorded that he caused the 
Tower and Nave to be rebuilt “ from the foundations.”’ No 
mention is made of the Chancel for reasons which have been 
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made clear by the work of repair and restoration recently 
completed. 

The Church as rebuilt in 1610 consisted of a Chancel, Nave, 
and West Tower, and remained in this condition with an 
added South Porch until as late as 1809, at which date a print 
shows the building considerably overgrown but with features 
identifiable with those visible to-day with the exception of the 
porch which has since been removed. In 1863 much interior 
repair and renovation was carried out, and in 1867 a small 
leanto aisle was added on the north side with an arcade in to 
the Nave. This remained until 1875, when the needs of the 
parish led to the building of a new Nave in place of the north 
aisle complete with Chancel and Vestries, the Old Church thus 
becoming of subsidiary importance, and its Chancel being 
treated as a Chapel. 

In 1926 many signs were apparent that the need for further 
repair was growing urgent and the necessary work was put 
in hand, beginning with the Tower. This, together with the 
Nave, was rebuilt in 1610 in a thin red brick with wide mortar 
joint, and consists of three stages, the walling diminishing at 
each stage with stone weatherings. The belfry has four two- 
light windows, and the clock stage three small single lights. 
The tiled roof is pyramidal, surrounded by a high straight 
parapet of brick. 

The walling generally was very badly in need of repointing, 
and this was accordingly done in a mortar consisting of coarse 
sand and blue lias lime with a small proportion of Port- 
land cement. A certain amount of replacement of decayed 
bricks was necessary, but as little as possible was done in this 
direction. 

The belfry windows, which were built partly of Reigate fire 
stone, repaired later with a harder oolite, were again repaired, 
and several badly decayed stones were replaced with new 
Weldon stone. The central mullions had all been cut out to 
allow oak frames and louvres to be inserted, with the result 
that the heads had dropped and joints opened. The louvred 
frames were therefore removed, the stone heads restored to 
level, and new stone mullions provided in three instances, 
whilst in one case the actual old mullion was found in the 
Vicarage garden and replaced intact. All defective weather- 
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ings of offsets were made efficient, with pieces of rough slate 
bedded over the gaps. 

The buttress weatherings were originally of Reigate stone, 
but had decayed away and were largely replaced by cement. 
This was removed and pieces of hard stone were bedded and 
dowelled to the sloping surface of the brickwork. At the 
same time the system of disposal of the roof-water by means 
of two lead spouts was restored and the existing cracked and 
leaking iron down-pipes removed. 

The entrance to the Church is now through a door in the 
west wall of the tower, though the date of its construction is 
notclear. The six-panelled oak door itself however is of seven- 
teenth-century date with its three upper panels now filled with 
glass which was inserted about 1840 to judge from its peculiar 
type. The door case is of Bath stone with a small two-light 
window of the same stone above it, the whole protected by a 
modern tiled pent roof. The latter being decayed was stripped 
and retiled, the painted glass in the doors releaded and the 
smooth face of the modern Bath stone dressings tooled over to 
improve the appearance. 


CHANCEL 


On the completion of the work to the Tower funds permitted 
the Chancel to be taken in hand. The walls here were thickly 
covered with Roman cement which was cracked and hollow 
in most places. This was removed and a most interesting 
piece of work was revealed, bearing out the statement in 
Lyson’s Survey that the Chancel was only repaired and not 
rebuilt in 1610, and still retained its old walls of flint and 
stone ; a condition which is now once more visible, as it was 
in Lyson’s time, and the repair he referred to is evident in the 
rebuilding of the gable, in brick, above the top of the east 
window. 

The walls were in fair condition, though patched with bricks 
in many places, and showed remains of old putlog holes, and 
the arch of the priests’ door, whilst a few stones of a plinth were 
also visible. 

The method of repair which was adopted aimed as far as 
possible at presenting to the elements a sound weather-resisting 
surface as much like the original treatment as possible. All 
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stones wherever they occurred were treated with “ Silicon 
ester’’ and well pointed up, and the rubble flint work was 
made out to a flush face with new flints and pointed with 
gravelly mortar rubbed down with a brush whilst setting. 
The brickwork patches were left as records of the past and 
merely repointed and repaired. The result is a quiet, 
harmonious piece of work revealing interesting evidence of 
the progress of the centuries and the efforts made to keep the 
building in repair. 


NAVE 


The treatment of the Chancel and the Tower only served 
to emphasize the condition of the Nave between them which 
was covered with Portland cement rendering and smothered 
with creeper, and the desire arose to do for this what had been 
so successfully done for the Chancel. The cement was first 
stripped off and disclosed the remains of the seventeenth- 
century south door case and traces of the junction of the porch 
walls on either side which had been destroyed after 1809. 
The doorway was of Reigate stone with jambs of a simple 
splayed type on which were found many initials and dates, 
the earliest being 1685. The door had been built up loosely 
in brick with a false plinth in front when the nave wall was 
rendered. This brickwork has been removed and the doorway 
blocked up in the form of a recess displaying as much as 
possible of the stonework. The old tradition that the west 
door into the Tower came from this position seems confirmed 
by the widths and shape tallying very closely. 

It is interesting to note that a two-light window had been 
inserted over the blocked-up door, cutting down into its arch, 
which had thus largely been removed. This window is an 
insertion, as the state of the brickwork on each side also shows, 
and is entirely built of the harder oolite stone referred to as 
being found in the Tower windows. Similar stone has been 
largely used in the Chancel windows and in the remaining two- 
light window of the Nave, and in fact very little of the original 
Reigate stone is now visible. This points to extensive repairs 
subsequent to 1810 but prior to 1863, no record of which has 
so far been forthcoming. At whatever date it took place it was 
the intention at that time to render the Nave walls as the 
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stonework of the window was kept forward about an inch 
from the brick face to be flush with the cement where decayed. 

The plinth of Reigate stone was badly decayed under the 
cement and has had to be reformed, the old stones being 
retooled and used again as far as possible. Settlement cracks 
near the tower were filled in and bonded together, and the whole 
of the brickwork repointed. The eaves of the Nave and 
Chancel roofs were uncovered and the tiling made out to form 
a good drip, the wall plate being exposed to the air and the 
soffit filled in with oak boards between the rafters. All 
gutters and down-pipes have been removed and the roof now 
drips well clear of the walls on to a paving-stone slab at their 
base. The large brick buttresses to Nave and Chancel walls 
have been weathered with roofing tiles and pointed up gener- 
ally after the removal of the cement. 

This description is incomplete without a reference to four 
interesting oak panels of seventeenth-century date which once 
formed part of the pulpit, and which have now been incor- 
porated into new swing-doors placed between the Tower and 
the Nave. The pulpit was destroyed some years ago when it 
was replaced by the present one of highly carved alabaster. 
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AN INUNDATION IN SURREY IN 1323 


BY 
MARTIN WEINBAUM 


HEN Mr. Flower published his two volumes for the Selden 
Society on Public Works in Medieval Law, he fully realised 
the difficulties of a history of the commissions de walliis et fossatis 
based on this material. Thus his introductions were no more than 
sketches, and later! Mr. H. G. Richardson made some comments 
on errors resulting from the limited and special character of the 
documents used. This encourages me to draw attention to some 
documents in the Public Record Office ? which have not been 
printed or used until now, namely four writs, three letters, and five 
lists of names, originally forming three files but later joined as one. 
They deal with an inundation in Surrey and Kent, mainly at that 
point of the Thames where the counties meet at the modern Dept- 
ford, which was also called West Greenwich during the Middle 
Ages. 

Surrey was not one of those counties, like Lincoln, York, 
Kent, or Sussex, which frequently needed a commission de walliis 
et fossatis. But there are Letters Patent of the years 1295, 1303, 
1306, 1309, 131I, 1316 and 1320 which appoint such commissions 
to meet some special need, the Prior of Bermondsey being always 
particularly interested. The Letter Patent concerning this in- 
undation is dated April 19, 1323, and is calendared * as follows : 
‘Commission de walliis et fossatis to Robert de Asshele and Robert 
‘de Swaleclyve for the banks of the Thames at Grenewych and the 
‘adjacent parts, andelsewhere in the counties of Surrey and Kent, 
‘also for the coast of the same river and the coast of the sea in the 
‘parts of Estkent and the adjacent parts in the county of Kent.’ 

The first of the new documents to which I shall call attention is 
(m. 2) the King’s writ to the sheriff of Surrey, bearing the same 
date as the Letter Patent to the commission. The king mentions 
the appointment of the commission per costeram Thamisie apud 

1See English Historical Review, XXXIV, pp. 385 seq. 

2? Exchequer, K.R., Miscellanea, 4/12. 

3 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Edward II, 1321-24, p. 313. 
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Grenwyche et parcium adiacencium et alibi in Comitatu predicto 
(t.e. Surrey) on account of the damage done by refluxus ac in- 
undaciones aquarum dulcium per diuersa loca in eisdem partibus ad 
aquam predictam (i.e. the Thames) descendencium. The com- 
mission would inquire for the negligent and guilty persons, allot 
the tasks necessary for repair una cum balliuis libertatum et aliorum 
de partibus predictis and carry out the whole work, during which 
nobody should be spared. The sheriff has only to wait for the 
order of the commission to call together the well-known probos et 
legales homines for the inquisition. 

On the same day the king sends another writ (m. 4 of our record), 
almost word for word the same, to the sheriff of Kent. On the 
5th of May the commission write their first letter (m. 5) to the 
sheriff of Kent fixing the inquisition for June 1 at Deptford. There 
is no reason given for this long interval. Perhaps the commission 
had to travel before the proceedings to East Kent. The sheriff's 
return to this takes the form of two panels of jurors (mm. 6 and 7). 
Shortly after this inquisition, on June 3, the commissioners write 
(m. 1) to the sheriff of Surrey and fix an inquisition for June 8 at 
Southwark. The sheriff remarks at the bottom that he received 
the letter on the 5th, but his annexed return (a panel of South- 
wark jurors) and two other panels of Surrey jurors (mm. 3, 8 and 
12) mention appointments of unexpectedly late dates. Our three 
remaining documents (mm. 9, 10 and 11), which date from December 
6 and 23, throw some light on the problem as to why, in spite of 
the urgent need, so much time elapsed. The first of these is a 
writ addressed to the commission ; the king refers again to his 
letters of last April and continues : 


iam datum sit nobis intelligi, quod plures homines Comitatuum predictorum 
vobis in hiis, que officium vestrum in hac parte contingunt, non obedientes, 
set vos et dicta mandata nostra vobis inde directa pocius contempnentes, 
ea que per vos pretextu eorundem mandatorum nostrorum eis iniuncta 
fuerint, in premissis facienda et per eos fieri debent, seu vobis in aliquo 
premissorum parere et intendere penitus recusarunt et adhuc recusant, 
per quod in eodem negocio nichil per vos actum existit in effectu, vnde 
plurimum conturbamur, Nos igitur dampnis et periculis, que in negocio 
illo de facili euenire poterunt, nisi eis celerius occurratur, precauere et 
inde remedium apponere volentes, prout decet, vobis mandamus, quod 
omnes illos de eisdem Comitatibus, quos vobis in negocio illo inobedientes 
seu contrarios aut rebelles inueneritis, grauiter amercietis et amercia- 
menta illa de eisdem per vicecomites nostros eorundem Comitatuum ad 
opus nostrum leuari faciatis et aliter vos habentes in hac parte, ne expe- 
dicio eiusdem negocii per vestrum tepiditatem vel remissionem aliqualiter 
retardetur, per quod ad vos ex hac causa grauiter capere debeamus, man- 
dauimus enim prefatis vicecomitibus, quod vobis in premissis pareant et 
intendant et viterius facere, quod eis ex parte nostra per vos circa expedi- 
cionem negocii predicti plenius iniungetur. “‘este me ipso apud Rauenes- 
dale vj die Decembris anno regni nostri decirao septimo. 
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A fate not unusual in medieval England has befallen our inquiry 
—the jury has failed to put in an appearance: nothing has been 
done in effect and the Crown professes itself very much disturbed 
at the damages and dangers which may result. On the same day 
the king writes in similar words to the sheriff of Surrey, laying 
stress upon his duty of obedience (m. 11). The last letter (m. 10), 
which is closely connected with the longest list of jurors’ names 
(m. 3), dates from December 23: it instructs the sheriff of Surrey to 
summon to an inquiry a large number of persons named.!_ We give 
the list (the sheriff's reply to the commissioners) in an Appendix 
below, with the two other Surrey panels, in the hope that the names 
may prove useful to local historians. There is evidence in the 
marginal notes of a careful check (or checks) by the sheriff of the 
names submitted to him, and a small point of some interest is the 
question from what source, independently of his office, the com- 
missioners had contrived to compile them. 

Unfortunately our documents cannot give the complete story 
of the inundation and the commission. In particular there is no 
answer to the question why so much time should have elapsed 
without any energetic measures being taken. We have to be 
satisfied with supposing that negligence and recalcitrance were 
the main reasons of the failure. Nevertheless the documents give 
us an insight into the constitutional value of these commissions : 
they made for better co-operation between different local bodies 
for the same purpose. Help and repair were probably fulfilled 
by the local authorities in ordinary circumstances: but here a 
larger district is concerned than one liberty, hundred, or even 
county: and what distinguished these commissions, besides the 
task of co-operation and their power in a larger district, was their 
administrative authority beyond the day of inquisition, so that 
they were able not only to carry out the repair but even to inflict 
punishment where necessary. 


APPENDIX 
SURREY PANELS OF JURORS 
From Exchequer, K.R; Miscellanea, 4/12. 


I. Jury from Southwark (m. 3) 


Brix[ton] Suthwerk 
« Robertus de Bretinghurst ? per Willelmum Wy 
Robertus * Stran 
1 The sheriff, in the list we have printed, follows almost exactly the order 
of the names in the commissioners’ letter, but the spelling is much changed. 


2 To each of these names has been added later a note jur(atus). 
Sic MS. 
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« Willelmus Roster per Johannem Cat 
Willelmum Man 
+ Johannes de Wyncestre per Ricardum Mat 


Rogerum Stef 
Johannes de Ritlynge ! 


« + Henricus Wille ? * per Thomam Knift 4 
Radulfum Rene 
e« « Thomas Coleman ! per Johannem Jolif 
Alanum More 
« « Thomas atte Grene ! per Simonem Cin 
Johannem Abbot 
« « Thomas Hugh! per Willelmum Knat 
Robertum Eliot 
+ Thomas Ande per Walterum Mort 4 
Ricardum Morcok’ 
+ Johannes Humbeler per Johannem Bush 
Willelmum Knif 
+ Thomas Lanerke per Rogerum Kuc 
Willelmum Lif 
+ Johannes Berkyngg’ per Stephanum Kalle 
Johannem Wy 
+ Johannes Nichole per Alanum Knigt® 
Willelmum Stef 
+ Thomas atte Nappelton per Thomam Mort 
Johannem Lof 
Robertus Ricard per Johannem Gnat 
Rogerum Smart 
e+ Adam de Tilhurst ! per Johannem Scot 
Thomam Est 
« Willelmum ate Crouch’ Johannem ate Walle 
e Johannes de Helding’ Johannem de Wy 
ee Geffrei pourter ! Johannem de Hatton’ 


Ricardum Holebourn 
Et habent diem die dominica proxima post 
festum sancti Luce Euaungeliste. 


II. Jury for Walton Hundred (m. 8) 
Hundredum de Waleton’ 


¢ G, Willelmus le knygt*? per Thomam Wilde 
per Thomam Child 
¢ G, Johannes ate ffelde 7 per Ricardum Bokere 
per Eliam Child 
¢ G, Nicholaus ffaukes 7 per Johannem Pindere 
per Galfridum Poynt 
+ @, Reginaldus de Garfton per Laurencium Colgr. . 
per Robertum Col... 
+ @, Galfridus ate Wode per Willelmum ate Herm 
per Lucam ate Stompe 
+ @ Willelmus de Kenele per Ricardum ate Cherche 


per Johannem ate Hid 


1 To each of these names has been added later a ncte jur{atus}. 

2 To each of these names has been added note jurfatus] and difmidia] 
m{arca], the last being presumably a fine for non-attendance. 

3 This name underlined, perhaps for expunction. 

* Reading doubtful. 5 Apparently written with the Saxon g. 

® Apparently written with the Saxon g. 

7 These entries have the note jur{atus] added later. 
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+ @, Rogerus ate Halle per Galfridum Brounne 
Galfridum ate Stile 

+ @, Willelmus ate Cherche per Ricardum Le hore 
Galfridum le Shepherd 

+ @, Willelmus de Gatesdene per Symonem Hamond 
Alanum ate Hegge 

+ @ Symon Boltham per Willelmum ate Putte 
Alanum Welhe 

+ @, Johannes Purden per Eliam Kyng 
Ricardum Crane 

+ @ Willelmus Eylnoch per J. Dogge 


Petrum Bernard 
dies datus est apud Suthwerk’ die dominica proxima post festum translacionis 
sancte! Thome Martiris. 
[On the dorse] Dies datus est apud Suthwerk’ die dominica proxima post 
octalas sancti Michaelis. 


Ill. Jury from Brixton Hundred (m. 12) 


[Note.—The marginal M. retained for convenience in this transcript, stands for 
Manucaptores. Thus the first line might be rendered ** Securities for the 
Prior of Bermondsey—John Vyel and William le Clerk.’’] 


Brix{ton] 
« M. Prioris de Bermundeseye Johannes Vyel 
Willelmus le Clerk’ 
+ M. Rogeri de Bauent Willelmus Brun 


Thomas Lanerk’ 

+ @, Heredes Edwardi Burnel nichil habent in balliua per quod distringi 
possunt quia terra iacet sub aqua. 

+ @ Henricus de Cobeham nichil habet in balliua mea per quod eum dis- 
tringere possum. Dominus Rex est® terrarum et tenementorum 
domini Bartholomei de Badelesmere. 

¢M Ricardi Horn Simon Hakon 
Robertus atte style 
¢ @ Magister Hospitalis sancti Thome Martiris de Suthwerk’ nichil habet 
in balliua. 

+ @ Heredes Johannis de Haueringg’ non sunt in balliua mea, nec aliquid 
habent quod scio. 

+ @ Tenentes terre Henrici de Gloucestre nescio qui sunt. 

¢ @, Heredes Henrici de Durham sunt in Comitatu Kancie. 


« M. Custodis pontis London’ Elyas le Callere 
Ricardus Brid 
« M. Thome atte Grene Willelmus Iuory 


Johannes Iuory 

+ @ Vicarius de Westgrenewych est in Comitatu Kancie. 

¢ @ Heredes Edmundi Horn nescio qui sunt. 

« M. Heredes* Roberti Mauncel Willelmus atte Bregg’ 
Robertus in the lane 

+ @ Tenentes terre Ricardi de Brencheslee nescio qui sunt. 

+ @ Willelmus Clippe est in Kancia. 

« M. Rogeri Hosebounde Johannes Sampson 
Johannes Simund 

+ @, Mabilla Saleman nescio que est. 


2 Sic MS. There is apparently a word omitted after est. 
3 Sic MS. 


3 

4 

a + @ Mabilla le Carpenter nescio que est. 
1 Sic MS. 
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M. Thome Lanerk’ Thomas Swyft’ 


Johannes Roger 
Tenentes Pasture, que vocatur le Brok’ nescio qui sunt. 
Henricus le May est in Kancia. 
Roberti de Bretinghurst Johannes le Bele 
Henricus Broun 
Hamo Caluel est in Kancia. 
Robertus Islger non est in balliua mea. 
Prior beate Marie de Suthwerk’ non est in balliua mea. 
Thome Hugh’ Johannes Swyft 
Rogerus Arnold 
Thomas Coleman non est in balliua mea set in burgo de Suthwerk’. 
Heredes Stephani Erminer nescio qui sunt. 
Johannis Humbeley Alanus Kete 
Willelmus Clippe 
Johannes le Whyte non est in balliua mea nec aliquid habet quod scio. 
Thome atte Nappelton’ Johannes Sone 
Stephanus Ode 
Stephanus Alured nescio qui est. 


. Thome atte Nouene Johannes Aleyn 
Alanus faber 
. Roberti Richard Adam Caue 
Willelmus Clippe 
. heredum et tenencium terrarum Robertus Swetinge 
Johannis de Markyngfield Johannes le Carttere 
. Roberti le Helte Thomas Springe 


Willelmus Wymund 
Willelmus Gilberd nescio qui est. 
Heredes Alani ffabri nescio qui sunt. 


. Heredum et tenencium terrarum Robertus Gurtham 
Ricardi Whiting’ Johannes Wymund 
. Roberti ffraunceys Johannes steyl 


Willelmus Walter 
Walterus Molendinarius est in burgo de Suthwerk’. 
Priorisse de Haliwell’ Willelmus le Coupere 
Johannes le Coupere 
Radulfus atte Hacche nescio qui est. 
Ricardi Ermyner Thomas Wylot 
Johannes Hughet 


. Willelmi atte Bregg’ Robertus le Heldere 


Walterus le Carttere 
Heredes Willelmi Horpedeman nescio qui sunt. 


Willelmus le ffullere nescio qui est. 


. Johannis Estmer Robertus Estmer 


Willelmus Estmer 


. Ricardi Richer Johannes Athelard 


Andreas Athelard 
Roberti in the lane Robertus Ankyn 
Rogerus Godefrey 
Galfridus atte Lowe nescio qui est. 
Heredes Willelmi Tracy nescio qui sunt. 


. Willelmi Ode Stephanus Ode 


Johannes Ode 


. Roberti le Hayward Johannes le Hayward 


Thomas le Hayward 
Petri le Coupere Johannes le Coupere 

Willelmus le Coupere 
Heredes Johannis de Northwode nichil habent in balliua mea. 


+@ 
+M 
+M 
+ @, 
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+M. Johannis Richer Willelmus Gibbe 
Robertus Ligtfot 1 

+M. Thome ate Loke Thomas le Daye 
Johannes le Carpenter 

eM. Johannis Sarmoner ? Thomas le B....er* 


Willelmus le Mouner 
+ @, Ricardus de Horton nescio qui est. 
Henricus atte Walle mortuus est. 
+ @ Alicia Grymild nescio que est. 


+ M. Galfridi in the lane. Thomas Slayland 
Willelmus Whythed ¢ 
+ M. Henrici le Coupere Johannes Whytehed ¢ 


Thomas Gubbing’ * 
¢ G, Willelmus Gilberd nescio qui est.5 
¢ G, Henricus Malemeyns nescio qui est. 
¢ @ Richardus Abel nichil habet in balliua mea per quod potest attachiari. 
¢ @, Johannes de Maleuill’ nescio qui est. 


M. Isabelle de Douedale WillelmusA..... 
Adam Manla 
M. stephani de Bekwell’ Robertus E ... 


RobertusdeL.... 
¢ G, Vicarius de Camerwell’ nichil habet per quod distringi potest. 
¢ @ Abbas de Keynesham nichil habet in balliua mea per quod distringi 
potest. 
e M. Prioris Christi Cantuarie Adam Seme 
Johannes le . . 
¢ @ Heredes Alicie la Clerkes sunt in burgo de Suthwerke. 
eM. Johannis le Daye Willelmus .... 
Alanus le porter 
¢ G, Henricus de monte forti nichil habet in balliua mea per quod distringi 
potest. 
Thome firyg ? Ricardus Normer 
Willelmus Whyser 


¢ @ Robertus de Clidelowe nescio qui est. 
¢ @ Thomas le Barber in Suthwerke est. 
¢ G Johannes de Weston’ nichil habet in balliua mea per quod distringi 
potest. 
+ @ Thomas de Wandelesworth’ nichil habet in balliua mea. 
+ @, Johannes Beseuile nichil habet in balliua mea per quod distringi potest. 
¢ M. Elye Ivori Johannes . . 
4 @, Prior hospitalis sancti Johannis de Clerkenwell’ nichil habet in balliua 
mea. 
[On the dorse| + Ricardus le Clerk’ 
« Thomas Treygos Istud breue retornatum fuit 
+ Johannes de Alton’ balliuo, libertatis de Suth- 
+ Willelmus petit werk’ que® nichil re- 
+ Johannes Gisors spondit. 


+ Abbas de Hyda 


1 The reading is not clear, but this name seems to be written with a Saxon g. 

2 The names which figure at each side of this in the commissioners’ letter are 
Robert le Helte and Robert fraunceis, which will be found above. 

3 In left margin is written obiit. 

* Reading doubtful. 

5 This entry has already appeared. 

® From this point to the end the right-hand side of the document is more or less 
illegible. 
*Ryg on m. 10, 8 Sic MS, 
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AN INUNDATION IN SURREY. gI 
[On the dorse] + Thomas le Tauerner 
+ Thomas de Vpton’ 
Henricus de Hatton 
Willelmus le Rede taillour 
Robertus de Hoo Istud breue retornatum fuit 
Prior de Merton’ balliuo, libertatis de Suth- 
Johannes de Lyncoln’ senior werk’ que!  nichil re- 


Johannes de Lyncoln’ junior} spondit. 
Adam de Brykyndon’ 
Ricardus de Brenchesle 
Willelmus de Waleworth’ 
Galfridus pourte 


[Lower down] Dies datus est apud Suthwerke die 
Jouis in Crastino..... .? sancti Petri. 
[And at foot] de Walliis ffossatis. 


1Sic MS. 


2 Word illegible in MS. 
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PREHISTORIC, ROMAN AND NORMAN 
NOTES 


Paleolithic Flint from Godalming.—A workman has found 
an interesting black flint in Peper Harow Park, Godalming, about 
100 yards south of the Deer Bridge, in the side of a ditch in gravel 
which had been used as a filling among the sand natural to the spot. 
Similar flints have been found in gravel pits—the gravel terraces 
of the river Wey—south of the house. 

The flint is a “‘ point’’ of La Font Robert type—black flint 
with tang (now incomplete), made from a flake with two longitu- 
dinal ribs and pressure-flaking on the upper face near the point. 
It shows signs of use at the tip and along the side edges. Mr. 
Reginald Smith considers that it is presumably of Upper Paleolithic 
date (transition from Aurignac to Solutré), and refers to the report 
of the International Congress at Geneva, 1912, Vol. I, p. 181. 

The dimensions are: Length, 4? inches; width, 1? inches. 
The greatest concavity in the length of the under face, from tang 
to point, is about ,', inch. The length of tang remaining is 1 
inch. This implement belongs to the middle of the Pleistocene 
period, and to about the middle of an epoch intervening between 
the third and fourth Glacial periods, when the climate of the Wey 
Valley was rather colder than to-day. Its date is probably well 
before 10000 B.C. and in the opinion of Mr. Reid Moir nearer 
20000 B.c. It is in the possession of Lord Midleton. 

S. E. WINBOLT. 


Stone Age Site at Betchworth.—The opening of a sand pit in a 
bed of lower Greensand formation at Betchworth during 1928 has 
disclosed what appears to be a Stone Age working site. Mr. D. C. 
Bargman of Dorking has turned up a large polished flint celt broken 
and rechipped at the butt end, and numerous end scrapers, cores, 
and flakes of the same material. The worked flint occurs chiefly 
at a depth of 3 feet to 5 feet below the surface where the top soil 
meets the sand. Among the flakes are found small blades of pigmy 
aspect ; and I have recently discovered on the site a typical micro- 
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burin. This little implement, not uncommon on pigmy sites in 
Surrey and Sussex, is usually regarded as marking a Tardenoisian 
culture. 

The pit adjoins the main Reigate and Dorking road immediately 
east of the new Barley Mow Hotel, at 200 feet O.D. As excava- 
tion proceeds it is hoped that further finds of interest may come 
to light. 


W. Hooper. 


Pottery Finds near Banstead.—On land called the Gallop on 
Carshalton Downs (north-east of the Banstead Mental Hospital) a 
road is being made in the course of the development of the land for 
building, and the skeleton of a horse was recently found buried. 
With it were some fragments of a large heavy pot and some lighter 
fragments of pottery. I showed these fragments to Mr. Reginald 
Smith of the British Museum, and in his opinion the first are frag- 
ments of a globular amphora, Roman, probably late first century, 
and the latter are the base of an urn of soft soapy paste with slight 
corrugation on the body, more like La Téne ware (early Iron Age, 
British), but probably contemporary with the amphora. I have 
put the fragments in Guildford Museum. 


H. LAMBERT. 


Romano-British Pottery from Mitcham.—A Romano-British 
grave has been found in the course of excavating one of Messrs. 
Hall & Co.’s gravel pits near Mitcham Junction. The skeleton 
had been enclosed in a wooden coffin of which the angle-irons 
remained. Two pots were found—one clasped in the right arm 
at the elbow, the other at the foot. The full description and 
photographs of these pots will appear in the next volume of the 
Collections, but they may be dated about the middle of the third 
century A.D. One is of light grey colour, and ribbed from top 
to bottom with circular horizontal grooves; the other has a 
black surface, and is patterned with notches. Two other small 
whitish pots for kitchen use were found near, one blackened by 
fire, and in another place a larger plain black pot with a small 
mouth. 

Except for a Roman jar and traces of a well found during the 
construction of the Mitcham Gas Works, these are believed to be 
the first Roman remains found in this locality. 


H. F. Bipper. 


— 


94 PREHISTORIC, ROMAN AND NORMAN NOTES, 


Excavation of Banstead Heath Earthwork No. 2.—In the 
Victoria County History of Surrey, Vol. IV, p. 392, is the following 
paragraph : 

“A very remarkable group of three small, strong, rectangular works is 
to be seen on the high, heathy ground East of Walton-on-the-Hill. Each 
is defended by a rampart and a ditch, whose condition, considering the 
nature of the soil, is sufficiently good to show that the profile was a very 
strong one for so small anenclosure. One can hardly doubt that the members 
of the group were mutually dependent, or, at least, that they were erected 
at the same epoch. Each has a single, well-marked entrance, and the areas 
of the inner enclosures are j, 4 and ,j, of an acre respectively. The largest 


is situated at a distance of 500 yards from the other two, which are only 50 
yards apart.”’ 


With a view of trying to find indications of the nature and epoch 
of the work, in May 1928 Dr. W. Hooper (of Redhill) and I dug 
trenches in No. 2, t.e. the one medial in position and size, with an 
enclosure of 4 acre and entrance approximately on the east side. 
Permission was obtained from the lady of the Manor, Lady Lavinia 
Bickersteth, and H.M. Office of Works, as this is a scheduled monu- 
ment. But though the trenching was thoroughly done—some 80 
man-hours being spent on the work, 24 of these by builders’ 
labourers—practically nothing positive was found to indicate 
nature or epoch. The few fragments of pottery dug up are in- 
conclusive. In the middle and at the top of the third spit down 
(i.e. in yellow sand) were three pieces of a coarse pot, red outside 
and black inside; this was almost certainly medieval ware In 
the top spit of the silt of the south fosse were several pieces of 
dark-red ribbed earthenware, probably parts of a land drain-pipe ; 
and close to this one small fragment of thin red ware of softish 
paste which powdered readily under the knife. This was the only 
piece which might have been Roman-British. Pottery having 
failed, it was hoped that a section cut through the fosse might 
show that its original profile was clearly Roman. But here again 
results were inconclusive. It was not V-shaped, but rounded, 
with the merest suggestion of a point at the bottom. For what 
it is worth, the chief Roman characteristic of this work, as of the 
other two, is its rectangular shape and rounded corners. Excava- 
tion having failed to discover anything fresh, one is driven back 
again on shape and relative positions. It is difficult to see what 
military purpose three such works could have served. The location, 
however, of a Roman villa some mile away to the S., suggests that 
these may have been strong cattle or horse pens on a Roman- 
British ranche in somewhat wild country, the protection being mainly 
against wolves and other animals. But it is equally possible that 
they were used, if not made, in medieval or comparatively recent 
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times for sheep grazing: for, as Dr. Eric Gardner suggests, the 
position of the enclosures seems to have been determined by the 
shelter afforded by the surrounding ground, especially from cold 
north winds. 

To prevent unnecessary repetition of work at any future date, 
it is well to record the trenching done by us in May 1928. 


Scale Section fosse ot 


PLAN OF ENCLOSURE NO, 2. 


1. From about the centre of the enclosure to the S. vallum, a 
trench 51 feet long, 3 feet wide, and 2 feet deep. Top foot, peaty 
soil mixed with gravel ; second foot yellow sand, continuing down, 
where tested in several places, as undisturbed yellow sand. 

2. Continuing trench No.1 straight through S. vallum and fosse. 
The fosse showed undisturbed yellow gravel under 1 foot 10 inches 
or 2 feet of black silt (peaty soil and gravel). The bottom of the 
fosse was 4 feet 8 inches below the top of the vallum, which is 
probably worn down at least 2 feet. This would give an original 
height of c. 7 feet from bottom of fosse to top of vallum. A stock- 
ade of about 6 feet high would probably complete the defence. 

3. Along the S. fosse a trench of 20 feet x 2 feet, down to un- 
disturbed gravel. This was dug mainly with a view to “ finds,”’ 
with results as stated above. 

4. Also for finds, a trench across the eastern entrance, and along 
the fosse on each side; 54 feet x 2 feet, and 1 foot deep to 
undisturbed soil. No result. 


Fosse 
ye 
e 
Nae 
bin 
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5. A trench in N.E. corner inside: 20 feet x 2 feet, and down 
to undisturbed soil. 

6. Some efforts to find post-holes in vallum top were un- 
successful. 


Honoris causa commemorandi.—Men who ‘‘ followed up and grappled with 
the soil,” as Virgil puts it, and came long distances with their spades: I. D. 
Margary, East Grinstead; R. Woodham, Cranleigh; V. Winbolt, Horsham ; 
E. M. Hooper, Redhill; E. Hart, Bletchingley. 


S. E. WINBOLT. 


Early Norman Castle Mound near Rudgwick.—I recently 
completed the excavation of a big circular mound and exterior 
fosse, of which the character is nowhere recorded. On the O.S. 
map (25 inches) it was inserted in 1895 ‘“‘on local authority” as 
a “tumulus.” It is in a very fine, commanding position, just on 
the Surrey side of the Sussex-Surrey boundary near Rudgwick, 
on the Lynwick estate, in Broomhall Copse, about 300 yards west 
of the south entrance to the tunnel between Rudgwick and Bay- 
nards stations. The mound, with its surroundings, is completely 
covered with a plantation of hazel and birch, and has suffered much 
from rabbits. 

It is an exact circle, measuring round the middle of the fosse 278 
feet, with a diameter of 89 feet. The enclosed area is level, rising 
about 3 feet above the ground outside the fosse. We dug cross- 
trenches at right angles through the centre to the depth of 5 feet, 
down to unmistakably undisturbed clay, without finding anything 
to suggest that this was a burial mound. What we did find was 
three pieces of green-glaze Norman pottery, of early type, a great 
many fragments of red floor tiles, and much charcoal down to a 
depth of over 4 feet. 

This is almost certainly one of those early Norman castle mounds 
of which all knowledge has been lost. The fosse, of course, was 
dry. It was crossed by a clay causeway (metalled on top and 
about 7 feet wide), which is still in existence. The rest is con- 
jecture. In the centre of the area was a wooden tower (bretasche), 
and round both inner and outer edges of the fosse were banks, with 
a wattle fence supported by strong uprights. This little strong- 
hold on a hill-top represented the strong arm of the Norman in the 
twelfth century. It was intended to overawe English subjects, 
and was plainly visible from the Leith Hill range, from the chalk 
North Downs, from the South Downs from the Adur gap to Bignor 
Hill, and from Bedham, Petworth, and Blackdown. It was a wild 
no-man’s-land in 1086. Possibly De Braose, Lord of Bramber, 
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held it himself, or put it in charge of a De Sauvage or some other 
tenant. 

What we found is explicable thus: When the tower was of no 
more use, its timbers were removed, the wattle fence burnt down, 
and the inner bank levelled over the inner area, so that earth, char- 
coal, floor tiles, and pottery fragments made a deep mixed mass of 
debris, which rabbits and the planting of trees have confused even 
more. One little find was remarkable. Breaking up a lump of 
clay (from 4 feet down) for any pottery shard it might contain, I 
found, instead, a little piece of blue fabric—an exiguous relic of a 
Norman garment marvellously preserved. 


S. E. WINBOLT. 


MEDLEVAL AND GENERAL NOTES 


Cheam Court Farm, Cheam.—Cheam Court Farm at the Cross- 
ways, Cheam, which is now in process of demolition, was only the 
fragment of a much larger house. It had been completely altered 
on at least four occasions, and was therefore of much archzological 
interest. 

The original house was Tudor, and the legend that it was built 
at the same time as Nonsuch Palace may be correct, as it was 
probably one of the home farms of the Palace: this may account 
for the fact that it is called Court Farm. It had a “ house-place ”’ 
or hall open to the roof which formed the living-room of the house 
and of which two bays are still standing. The lower part of the 
outer walls was of “ chequer work”’ squares of chalk and flint 
arranged in a particularly pleasing pattern; the upper part was 
of oak timbering, probably filled in with “ rye dough ” (a mixture 
of chalk, clay and rye straw), although no remains of this have 
been found. The entrance door frame of this house still exists 
in the present kitchen. 

In Jacobean times two oak-beamed floors were inserted in the 
hall, thus dividing it into three storeys. To get head-room fer the 
top floor, the tie-beam and struts of the roof principals were cut 
out and a floor beam inserted at a lower level, regardless of the 
extent to which this weakened the building, and it may have been 
owing to this ill-considered cutting away of important timbers that 
the other bays of the hall have failed and only two remain. Prob- 
ably the “ rye-dough ”’ filling was removed and straw plaster on 
laths used in its place for covering the walls, as some remains of 
this straw plaster have been found. 

In Georgian times all parts of the Tudor work were removed 
with the exception of the two bays, and a new wing was built at 
right angles to the Tudor “ house-place,” while an addition was 
made to the north side of the Tudor part, many of the old Tudor 
posts and beams being re-used. The ground floor of this Georgian 
addition is now floored with deal boards on oak joists 2 feet above 
an older floor of 10-inch square red quarry-tiles which still lie 
under the present wood floors. At this time a new entrance was 
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made in the north-east corner, the wood dado of which still exists 
with a band of carved wood surrounding it. 

The fourth and last alteration to the house was in Victorian 
times, when a part on the east side was pulled down to make Station 
Road. About 1870 the bay window was thrown out on the west 
side and dormers were put in the roof, while the Tudor part of the 
house on the ground floor, which had been used as a kitchen, was 
made into a living-room. 

One curious feature of the house is the different levels of the 
Georgian floors. The Tudor part of the house has now a wood 
floor about 1 foot above the original tiled floor, the floor of the pas- 
sage is about 6 inches above this floor, the hall floor is another 6 
inches above the passage floor, and the high-level part of the scul- 
lery is another 6 inches above the hall floor. From this high- 
level part two steps descend to the lower level, and from there two 
more steps lead to the present kitchen floor, which is the level of 
the original tiled floor. The level of the high-level part of the 
scullery is very puzzling. On raising the floor boards of this part 
the original tiled floor was found 2 feet 6 inches below. On 
removing the two steps down to the lower scullery the upper part 
of a pair of small lattice gates appeared ; these formed an entrance 
from the level of the tiled floor to the space under the upper level 
of the scullery. The lattice gates were of oak, each about 2 feet 
6 inches wide, and 2 feet 6 inches high. It is difficult to say for 
what this space could have been used; a possible suggestion is 
that it formed a kennel for a watch-dog. 

There is a cellar under the house, and other cellars lie under the 
garden on the west side of the house, showing that in early times 
the house extended a long way in this direction. There is a well 
in these cellars in the garden, and several blocked-up openings 
which perhaps have given rise to the legend that passages extend 
from the cellars to Nonsuch Palace in one direction, to Beddington 
Park in another, and to Ham House in a third. 

CHARLES J. MARSHALL, 


Vicars of Reigate.—The list of Vicars given in Manning and 
Bray’s History of Surrey (Vol. I, pp. 322-4), which is copied on the 
board in the Parish Church, contains several omissions and errors. 
They wrongly supposed that the Registers of Bishop Edington 
(1346-1366) and Bishop Thomas Langton (1493-1501) were lost, 
and accordingly left those periods blank.1 I am able to supply 
these gaps thanks to the kind assistance of Canon A. W. Goodman, 
1Cf. S.A.C., XXVII, p. 88. 
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Librarian of Winchester Cathedral, and of Mr. H. E. Malden. In 

addition some details of later incumbents are given. 

William son of William le Peender of Wautone was presented but 
rejected by the Bishop, and the Prior and convent of St. Mary 
Overy, Southwark, patrons of the living, thereupon presented 
John Coleman 3rd April 1346.1 

John Coleman de Chiterne was instituted 5th April 1346.2 

Richard de Redgrave, Rector of Fleet-Marston, Bucks, was insti- 
tuted 30th May 1346 on the resignation of John Coleman with 
whom he exchanged livings.* 

Richard Cousoude was instituted 2nd May 1347 on the resignation 
of Richard de Redgrave with whom he exchanged livings.4 
His name appears as Cufaude in connection with the living ® 
which he resigned for Reigate, but the Register makes no dis- 
tinction between the letters n and u. 

Robert Worcester de Colyngbourne instituted 15th June 1358.°® 

Thomas Chapman de Orewelle instituted 25th August 1358.’ 

Richard Gregory de Kysglyngbury, Rector of Parham, Sussex, 
instituted 11th January 1359-60 ® on exchange of livings with 
Thomas Chapman. 

Robert Page instituted 19th August 1361.° 

Richard de Ambresden instituted 6th December 136519 on exchange 
with Robert Page for the chantry of Thomas Pyske in Barking 
Church. 


The Register of Bishop Courtenay (1487-1493) contains no 
Reigate entries.1!_ That of Bishop Langton contains the admission 
of the three following vicars, and mentions four of whom one only 
is noticed by M. and B. 


William Gyddyng or Giddyng A.M. admitted 23rd January 1496-7 
on the resignation of William Lathes.!2 Patrons Prior and 
Convent of B.M. of Overey. 

Robert Michell prior of B.M. of Overey admitted 9th December 
1499 under papal dispensation to the perpetual vicarage vacant 
by the resignation of Wm. Giddyng. Patron William Bowland, 


1 Edington I. f. gb. 2 Idem, f. 10. 

3 Idem, f. 16. * Idem, ff. 24v, and 25. 

5 Given as Erlyngton, Chichester Diocese (? Hollington, Sussex). 
6 Idem, f. 95b. 7 Idem, f. 96. 

8 Idem, f. 99. ® Idem, f. 104. 


10 Jdem, f. 130b. He is mentioned by M. and B. 

11 Another source mentions Master James Base as Vicar of Reigate 6 February 
1486/7 (Surrey Rec. Soc., No. 17, p. 46). 

12 Langton, f. 8v. 
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prior of B.M. of Ellsyngspitall in the City of London, by grant 
of prior and convent of B.M. of Overey.! 

John Robson prior of St. Cross, Reigate. Admitted 25th January 
1500/1 to the vicarage vacant and falling to the Bishop’s colla- 
tion under the statutes of the Lateran Council.2 He is mentioned 
by M. and B., who state that he resigned the vicarage in October 
1502. 


Of later Vicars, Richard Parr, M.A., was appointed by order of 
the House of Commons dated 6th February 1646/7 on the pre- 
sentation of Mrs. Margaret James, and on his taking the National 
League and Covenant.* He succeeded John Hampton who resigned 
in January 1646/7, having on 28th August 1646 been appointed 
by Parliament rector of Woodmansterne.4 M. and B. wrongly 
surmised that Parr held the living of Reigate from 1682 until his 
death in 1691, whereas he resigned it in 1654 when he was appointed 
Vicar of Camberwell. 

The hiatus left between Parr and Cranston was filled by John 
Williamson, appointed by the Parliamentary Commissioners for 
the approbation of Public Preachers 3rd July 1654 on the pre- 
sentation of Mrs. Margaret James, the patroness.® The list of 
those certifying to his fitness is headed by John Williamson of 
Wapping ; and includes the names of John Sheffield and Zachariah 
Crofton, two prominent Nonconformist divines. John Williamson 
of Wapping (probably his father) was vicar of Cranbrook (Kent) 
from 1643 to 1652 or 1653. He is described by an opponent as a 
“strict Presbyterian,”’ and, in the entry of his burial in the Cran- 
brook Registers, as ‘‘ Mr. John Williamson of Wopping in London, 
Minister, son of Mr. Lawrence or John Williamson, cordwayner.’’® 
This son or namesake held the Reigate living until his death in 
1697, becoming in 1684 first master of the newly-founded free school 
—the present Grammar School. His successor and son-in-law, 
Andrew Cranston, M.A., previously vicar of Shepton Mallet, is note- 
worthy as the founder (1701) of the Parish Library, which still 
occupies its original quarters in the room above the old vestry. 

The first name of Marshall Montague Merrick, D.C.L., Vicar 
1781-2, is given wrongly by M. and B. as “‘ Marmaduke.” He 
also held a lectureship at St. Anne’s, Soho.’ 


1 Idem, {. 16v. * Idem, f. 22v. *L.J., VIII, 711. See S.A.C., XXVII, 91. 

*S.A.C., IX, 299-302; L. J., IX, 624, 644. 

5 Augmentation of Livings, Admissions, Vol. 997, p. 43 (Lib. 2) (Lambeth 
Palace Library). 

® Annals of Cranbrook Church and its Ministers, by W. Tarbutt, pp. 36, 38. 


7 Foster, Alum. Oxon. (1715-1886) ; Gent. Mag., 1782, p. 455 (which gives 
an account of his death). 
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The following three additions bring the list up to date :— 


Richard Filewood Snelson, M.A., succeeded on the death of his 
father, Geoffry Snelson, which occurred 11th April 1812.1 The 
advowson belonged to the father, who bequeathed it to his son. 
The latter held the living till his death 6th March 1847. 

John Newman Harrison, M.A., 1847, till his death 18th January 
1g01—the longest recorded tenure of the vicarage. 

Frederick Charles Davies, M.A., subsequently a honorary Canon 
of Southwark, the present incumbent, instituted 18th June 
I90I on presentation by a private Evangelical Trust which 
acquired the advowson in 1879.? 

WitFRID Hooper, LL.D. 


The Will of a Newdigate Rector, 1540.—The records at Win- 
chester of the Episcopate of Stephen Gardiner provide disappoint- 
ingly little matter of importance for the ecclesiastical history of 
the time in which he was so great an actor. They do furnish us 
with the following little instance of frustrated testamentary dis- 
position. We are most of us so constituted that the misfortunes 
of others yield us a mild amusement, when the misfortunes are not 
so very bad, nor very close to us. After all, we probably reflect, 
the soul of Master John Baynyne, rector of Newdigate, was not 
the worse off for his intended propitiatory masses going wrong. 
His will was as follows : 

In Dei nomine, Amen. The yere of our Lord God 1540. The 
last daye of Julye, I John Baynyne, Clark and parson of Newede- 
gate, make this my last will and testament in maner and forme 
following. First I bequeth my soul unto Almighty God, and I 
desyre oure lady Saint Mary to pray for me, and my bodye to be 
Buried in the Channcell before the Image of Saint Laurens at 
Caypell. Item I bequeth to the Mother Church of Winchester 
iiij4, Item I bequeth to the Church of Newdegate xvi‘. Item 
to the Church of Capell xx4. Also I will at my buriall have viij 
masses, the prestes to have viij4 a pece, and likewise at my monythes 
mind. The rest of all my goodes I geve and bequeth unto Richard 
Paine prest and curat of Capell, and to John Kempe of Newede- 
gate, whom I make my true and lawfull executors. They to dyspose 
for the health of my soule and all Christen solles. Witness, Mr. 
Edmunde Bowyt, Sir Richard Wilson parson of Ockeley, William 
Fyttyne prest with other mo. 

The poor man left exactly fourteen shillings for the good of his 


1 Foster, Ibid. 
2 Canon Davies died 11th May, 1929, since these notes were written. 
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soul ; not only all he had, but more than he had, May 2nd, 1541, 
Richard Paine, chaplain (Capellanus) of Capel, and John Kempe 
of Newdigate, named as Executors in the will, which is rehearsed 
as above in the record of the Bishop’s court, personalitee constituti 
coram magistro Edmundo Stuard, L.L.D., Reverendi in Christo 
patris Stephani &c., &c. Vicario in Spiritualibus generali, expresse 
renunciaveruat executioni eiusdem (testamenti) propter excessa debita 
defuncti. Dominus commisit illis administrationem bonorum 
huiusmodi defuncti unacum defalcatione legitima bonorum predictorum 
in solutionem debitorum eiusdem defuncti, st quatinus opus fuerit. 

The legacies to the churches, three and fourpence, and the masses 
at the burial, and the month’s mind, went unpaid, even if the latter 
were not unsung. The two executors had to do what they could 
about paying the deceased’s bills. John Baynyne, called in the 
Bishop’s Register, Bavand, had only been admitted rector two 
years and a few days before he made his unlucky will. His debts 
were perhaps not incurred at Newdigate. The record gives us, I 
think, the only mention of Richard Paine of Capel, where the 
Capellani, or Curates, were not instituted by the Bishop, and do 
not appear in the Registers. We also learn that the image of St. 
Lawrence was in the Chancel at Capel. From the will of John 
Foster of Capel, 1484, we know that Capel Church was then St. 
Laurence’s Church. So apparently it was still in 1540. By 1552, 
when its furniture was seized by Edward the Sixth’s Commissioners, 
it had become St. John the Baptist’s. Whether Paine had been 
appointed to Capel by the lately dissolved Priory of Reigate, or 
whether he was the nominee of the lay owner of the tithes since the 
dissolution, he was obviously in 1540 still Catholic, and trusted 
by Master Baynyne to provide masses for his soul, had his estate 
been able to bear the charge. 

I am indebted to the late Mr. F. J. Baigent of Winchester for the 
transcript of the proceedings in the Probate Court. 

H. E. MALDEN. 


A Fourteenth-Century Column from Kingston.—A fourteenth- 
century column from the site of the Palace of the Kings, popularly 
known as King John’s Palace, has been presented to the Borough 
of Kingston by the family of the late Mr. E. T. Coppinger, J.P., a 
former Mayor. Mr. Coppinger’s garden in Kingston was on the 
site of the Palace, and when the house was bought the column was 
found still in position. It was subsequently removed from there 
to another garden, and it now stands in front of the Public Library 
and Museum. Its probable date is about 1380. 
W. E. St. LAWRENCE Finny, M.D. 
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A Fourteenth-Century Portrait-head in Ockham Church.— 
When our member Mr. Lewis G. Fry, R.B.A., was compiling his 
paper on Mediaeval Stone Heads in Surrey Churches, published in 
S.A.C., Vol. XXXVII, p. 79, I called attention to a remarkable 
little head carved as the termination to a corbel of foliage forming 
an image-bracket to a canopied niche in the east wall of the North 
or Lady Chapel of Ockham Church. 

The niche itself is now vacant, and probably the image of the 
Blessed Virgin Mary which stood therein was destroyed in the 
sixteenth century, though the niche and its bracket were suffered 
to remain almost uninjured, including the tiny head of the maiden 
that is illustrated with this note. This seems to me so obviously 
a portrait of some wide-eyed maiden dear to the sculptor, that we 
may imagine he took his little daughter or sweetheart for a model. 


P. M. JOHNSTON. 


Fragments of Fifteenth-Century Masonry from Richmond. 
—A large number of stone fragments have been discovered under 
the turf of the Mid- 
Surrey Golf Course at 
Richmond. In _ the 
opinion of Mr. Philip 
M. Johnston they 
formed part of the 
structure of Henry V’s 
House of Carthusian 
Monks, founded in 
1414, which was dis- 
solved in 1539, re- 
opened for the monks 
of that order by Queen 
Mary in January 1557, 
and again dissolved 
by Elizabeth soon 
after her accession in 1558. The stone sketched by Mr. Lapidge 
is part of a large traceried window, perhaps from the cloister. 

There are about 100 fragments of the stone in all, and carving 
can be clearly distinguished on about 60 of them. They are now 
lying in the open, arranged around a grass plot in the centre of 
the gravel path leading to the Club House and Golf Course. I have 
made suggestions for their preservation. 


W. E. St. LAWRENCE Finny, M.D. 


2 Fact 


FRAGMENT OF FIFTEENTH-CENTURY MASONRY 
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Poyle House, Tongham.—In taking down the panelling at 
Poyle House, Tongham, the front of an older house of the sixteenth 
century was disclosed. The wooden framework bore carpenters’ 
marks which showed that it had been prepared elsewhere before its 
erection. 

H. R. HuBanp. 


Restoration of Sir Anthony Benn’s Tomb at Kingston.— 
The seventeenth-century alabaster tomb of Sir Anthony Benn (who 
was Recorder of Kingston and London, and who died in 1618), in 
All Saints’ Parish Church, Kingston, was much out of repair. I 
obtained permission to repair and repaint the tomb, and with Mr. 
P. M. Johnston’s help the work was completed. The accuracy of 
colour and other details were verified by reference to the Guildhall 
Library and records. 
W. E. St. LAwrenceE Finny, M.D. 


The Tapestry Works at Mortlake.—The following inscription 
on a house at Mortlake, in an alley nearly opposite the Parish 
Church, is nearly illegible : 

MORTLAKE TAPESTRY HOUSE. 


In this building was carried on the famous tapestry manufactory 
which was introduced into England and established here about the year 
1619 by Sir Francis Crane Knight under the patronage of King James I. 
It was continued during the reign of King Charles I, who acquired the 
property and bought the celebrated cartoon of Raphael in order to be 
copied here. 

Restored in 1877. 


This inscription has been leaded into what appears to be a slab 
of Portland stone, and is in a very neglected condition. The 
building has probably been reconstructed almost from the founda- 
tions. The bricks at the base are in the old English bond, although 
with some patching. All the upper bricks are in the Flemish bond, 
although they are the same size—g x 2}. Since the Flemish 
bond appears to have been introduced about 1680 the base of the 
house may have been constructed about 1619, but the remainder 
has been rebuilt. 

A note in Brayley and Walford’s History of Surrey says that 
Sir Francis Crane erected his buildings for working of tapestry 
(still in use in 1673) upon the ground where Dr. Dee’s laboratory 
and other rooms for that use stood. Dr. Dee was almost the last 
of the English astrologers. It would be interesting if a supple- 
mentary inscription were added to this effect. 

J. K. FLOYER. 
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Zouch’s Pillar at Hoe Bridge, Woking.—There has been con- 
siderable diversity of opinion in regard to the Tower which used 
to stand on Monument Hill, near Hoe Bridge at Woking. Doubt- 
less the name of Zouch’s Pillay came from the fact that at one 
time the property belonged to the Zouch family. The Tower was 
standing in ruins in the ’sixties, and the property then belonged to 
my great-great-uncle, Arthur George, 3rd Earl of Onslow. 
Owing to its dangerous condition Lord Onslow caused it to be 
pulled down about 1865, but before its destruction my grand- 
mother, Mrs. Onslow, had two sketches made, one showing the 
Tower as it stood in ruins, and the other a conjectural restoration 
of its original appearance, and a wooden model was made of it. 
My father, who was a boy of twelve in 1865, remembered seeing 
the Tower, and he told me that the reputed purpose for which it 
was built was to act as a beacon or telegraph to communicate 
between the Admiralty in London and the Fleet in the Channel, 
and that rumour stated that it had been built at the time of the 
Spanish Armada. By the kindness of Sir Vincent Baddeley I 
was recently able to consult the Admiralty records on this point, 
and I found that the Admiralty semaphores or telegraphs did not 
pass by Woking—the line lay through Guildford, “‘ Semaphore 
Hill” is a relic of it. I then approached the Ordnance Survey, 
and their records at Southampton contained the solution of the 
mystery. It appears that in the reign of James I the King and 
Court used to occupy Woking Palace, the site of which was 
excavated some time ago by my brother-in-law, Lord Iveagh, who 
acquired the property from my father. Apparently travellers 
from London were apt to lose their way when travelling to Woking 
at night, so the King caused a Tower with a light to be erected 
on a hill just above the palace. This Tower came to be known as 
Zouch’s Pillar. Its exact site is marked on the earlier Ordnance 
maps. ONSLOW. 


Surrey River Names: Mole, Wey, etc.—Prof. Eilert Ekwall’s 
book on English River Names,’ which appeared about the time of 
the publication of our last volume, gives some earlier appearances 
than those I cited ? of the name Emele or Emene which preceded 
the modern “ Mole.” 

It appears as Emen in 983 and 1005, and AZmen in 1005. Dr. 
Ekwall (pp. 146-7) discusses this name philologically, and says 
“it is not easy to find a satisfactory solution in British”; and 


1 Oxford University Press, 1928, 25s. 
2 “Surrey Place-Names, Part IL: River Names,” S.A.C., XXXVII, 135. 
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he suggests the possibility of an origin in a Germanic word of which 
the O.E. form would have been emen, meaning “ misty, that causes 
mists.” 

Dr. Ekwall makes (p. 129) the interesting suggestion ! that the 
upper Mole had the old river-name Dorce, which offers a probable 
explanation of the name Dorking. This name is attached to a 
Wiltshire stream in documents of tenth and eleventh centuries, 
and “the base Dork—is found also in Dorchester (Dorcic, Bede),”’ 
and Dr. Ekwall traces this word through Celtic to Greek, concluding 
that “the name would probably mean ‘clear, bright stream ’.” 

“Wey” and “Wye” are fully and carefully dealt with (pp. 
451-4), and further consideration leads the author to rather favour 
an ultimate origin in ‘the well-known root uwegh- in Latin veho, 
Sanskrit vahati (= carries), O.E. wegan, Welsh amwain, arwain 
(= carry). ... The meaning of the name would be the general 
one of ‘ running water ’ or the like.” 

The back-formations of Wandle from Wandsworth, Mole from 
Molesey, Windle from Windlesham, and Oke from Okewood, are 
duly noted. While identifying the Wandle with the seventh 
century /Alidaburn, Dr. Ekwall had not met with the valuable and 
conclusive medizval connecting links Ledeborne and Lodeburne, 
which Dr. J. G. Taylor discovered in the Westminster Muniment 
Room ?; and the fourteenth century Randesbourne and Rendes- 
bourne for the modern Ravensbourn had also escaped his notice.* 

The smaller Surrey streams are not dealt with. 

As was expected, the book not only stands alone in its scope but 
is distinguished in its breadth and depth of research and scholar- 
ship, as well as by the author’s thoroughness of personal investi- 
gation in the physical characteristics of the streams whose names 
appear in such numbers within its covers. 

ARTHUR BONNER. 


Additions to Kingston Museum.—The following additions 
have been made to Kingston Museum : 
Badges, Buttons, etc., of 6th Batt. (T.) East Surrey Regt. 
Gresham Fire Insurance Co.’s plaque from a house in Acre 
Road, Kingston. 
Portion of a Roman Tile from Slinfold Camp. 
Portions of Flue Tiles and Tessarae from Ashtead Villa. 
Flints from Stane Street, Ewell. 
Portions of Praetorium Wall, Roman Camp, Farley Heath. 
1 Which he had previously made in his “‘ English Place-Names in -ing,” 


Pp. 53. He now gives evidence in support. 
2 See S.A.C., XXXVII, p. 132. Jb., 12%. 
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Roman Tile and Cement from Farley Heath. 

Kingston official weights and measures, 1826. 
Weights—Brass: I, 2, 4, 7, 14, 28, 56 lb. 
Measures—Copper : } gill, 1 gill, $ pint, 1 pint, 1 quart, 

4 gallon, r peck, $ bushel, 1 bushel, 1 wooden strike. 
I pint tankard, dated 1601, bearing the Kingston Arms 
dated 1670 ; 1 imperial yard measure of brass, 3 pairs 
of scales. 
3 punches (Kingston and crown) for stamping attested 
weights and measures. 
Set of small weights, 3, 1 dram, 2 drams, } oz., 8 drams, 
I 0Z., 2 0z., 4 0z., 8 oz. 
H. Cross. 
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The Parliamentary Representation of Surrey from 1290 to 
1924.—By J. E. Smith. London, Wightman & Co., Ltd., 1927.— 
This is a useful little book and, although the author modestly 
disclaims any pretension to having produced an exhaustive account 
of the parliamentary representation of Surrey, is especially valu- 
able at the present time when a Treasury Committee has been 
appointed to prepare a full history of our Parliaments from the 
earliest times to the year 1832, with biographies, as far as they 
can be compiled, of all the members of the House of Commons 
during that long period. 

The work is prefaced with a history of the parliamentary divisions 
and boroughs of the county, the latter being given in their alpha- 
betical order. This section contains succinct biographical par- 
ticulars of the more distinguished representatives, especially those 
who became Speakers of the House. Of these there were no less 
than six, including the ‘‘ Great Speaker (Arthur) Onslow,”’ whose 
thirty-four years’ tenure of the office so greatly raised it to its 
present high standard. No less than three members of the Onslow 
family were Speakers, but Richard Onslow, the first of these, 
represented a Sussex constituency. Another well-known Surrey 
Speaker, though distinguished for other reasons than was Speaker 
Onslow, was Sir Fletcher Norton. 

The greater part of the book is taken up with the tabular lists 
of the members of the successive Parliaments from 1290 to 1924, 
beginning with the knights of the shire to 1832, and, after the 
Reform Act of that year, the representatives of the several divisions 
of the county and concluding with the members for the boroughs, 
including Lambeth and Southwark until their absorption, to- 
gether with certain new boroughs within the bounds of the ancient 
county of Surrey, created only in 1885, into the new adminis- 
trative county of London under the Local Government Act of 
1888. 

The names of the members down to the year 1885 have naturally 
been taken from the printed Returns made in pursuance of Orders 
of the House of Commons of 1876 and 1877. These were compiled 
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mainly from the original writs and returns at the Public Record 
Office, checked and supplemented by the lists at the Crown Office, 
and Mr. Smith’s service has been to pick out the Surrey repre- 
sentatives and set them out in topographical order. It may be 
pointed out that since the official lists were printed a few returns 
which were then noted as missing have since turned up and will 
be found entered in the Search Room copy of the lists at the Record 
Office. Some of these contain some Surrey returns which have 
escaped Mr. Smith’s attention, and it may be worth while to notice 
them here. The very earliest of these, those for the 1275 Parlia- 
ment, which Mr. Hilary Jenkinson described in the English His- 
torical Review for April 1910, do not, it is true, include any return 
for Surrey, for the mutilated return made by the sheriff of the then 
joint counties of Surrey and Sussex appears to relate only to the 
latter county. But there are returns for the second Parliament 
of the third year of Henry VI (4 March 1415-16), previously missing, 
which give the names of the following Surrey members, namely 
John Burgh and William Yerde for the county, Richard Eton and 
John Hiperon for Guildford, John Hokkynge and John Solas for 
Southwark, and Roger Eylove and John Meade for Blechingley ; 
whilst the names of the knights of many of the shires in the Parlia- 
ment of 18 Henry VI (1439) have been found in an entry of the 
Fine Roll of that year, where Nicholas Carreu and William Sydeneye 
the younger appear as representing Surrey. 

For the period subsequent to 1885 it is to be presumed that Mr. 
Smith has had access to the lists at the Crown Office. It is un- 
fortunate that, although the description of the parliamentary 
divisions and boroughs of the country since the Representation 
of the People Act of 1918 which he gives in his historical intro- 
duction is correct enough, his arrangement of his tabular returns 
that year is confused in places and in one respect has led him into 
error. 

The North-Eastern and Wimbledon division of the county in 
that year gave place to the Eastern division and the parliamentary 
borough of Wimbledon, yet on page 58 Mr. Smith continues the 
representation of the former county division from 1918 to 1924, 
giving first the representatives of the new county division for the 
Parliaments of 1918, 1922, 1923, and 1924, and then those of the 
new Wimbledon borough for the same Parliaments, correctly 
enough but without indicating the two separate constituencies, 
whilst on page 121 he gives again the Wimbledon representation 
during the same years, but wrongly, for Sir Stuart Coats was neither 
in 1918 or 1922 the member for the borough, and in 1924 Sir Joseph 
Hood was succeeded by Sir J. C. Power. Again, although in 1918 
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Kingston became a parliamentary borough, Mr. Smith has con- 
tinued the list of its representatives down to 1924 as a county 
division, but has correctly repeated them on page 96 as a borough. 

These are small errors no doubt and the criticism is perhaps a 
little ungracious in view of Mr. Smith’s disarming quotation on 
page 121. Such as it is, however, it must be construed in the 
light of his own expressed wish that his book may help to the 
production of some more exhaustive and correct history of the 
subject, and in conclusion it may be added that the author has 
increased our obligation to him by the addition of an index. 

G. 


A History of Thorpe in the County of Surrey. With maps 
and illustrations. By Frederic Turner. Issued privately, 1924.— 
The history of Thorpe is so closely connected with that of Egham 
that it was to be expected that Mr. Turner, whose work on the latter 
parish was reviewed in the last part of these Collections, would 
collect in his researches so much material relative to it as to make 
well worth while the following up of a complete inquiry and the 
embodying of the results in a separate book. Actually the work 
now under review, which originally appeared in instalments in the 
parish magazine, was issued a couple of years before the History of 
Egham, although it is well known to the present writer that Egham 
was Mr. Turner’s first concern. 

Nevertheless, those who know the author’s diligence and patience 
in research will know that nothing less than a full-dress parish 
history would have satisfied him before venturing on publication, 
and as a result we have here for one of the smaller Surrey parishes 
a history so complete and exhaustive in its materials that no other 
writer in our times at least is likely to undertake the task again. 
This being so, it may be hoped that Mr. Turner will eventually see 
his way to republishing his history in a style and with a dignity 
more worthy of its importance. He should be assured of a public 
for it. 

The evidences of pre-Conquest history in Thorpe are scanty in 
the extreme: a single Bronze Age chisel (here figured), two 
Roman bronze coins, one of Trajan and one of Carausius, found 
within its boundaries, and supposed slight traces of the Roman 
road from Silchester to London. After the Conquest, however, 
Thorpe has the great advantage to the historian of being one of the 
possessions of the religious house of Chertsey which is unusually 
rich in surviving cartularies or registers of its deeds and court 
rolls. In addition to the fifteenth-century one now in the Record 
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Office, the calendar of which is in course of publication by the 
Surrey Record Society, there are three others in the British Museum. 
Of all these Mr. Turner has been able to make full use, whilst the 
variety of his references to other sources, notably to those at the 
Record Office and to the muniments of the present lord of the 
manor to which he has been privileged to obtain access, proves how 
widely his net has been cast. 

Mr. Turner gives with much full detail the early history of the 
manor of Thorpe under the abbey, using largely the extant court 
rolls or the extracts from them, and follows this with the later 
history since its acquisition by the Crown at the Dissolution until 
it came into the hands of its present owners, the Leigh-Bennetts. 
There was also a second manor in Thorpe, if indeed it was ever 
anything more than a putative manor, that of Hall Place or High 
Graveney, about the fifteenth-century owners of which Mr. Turner 
is able to tell us much from the numerous suits in the Court of 
Chancery in which they became involved. One of these suits— 
there were at least seven of them—has been found of sufficient 
interest to be included in the Selden Society’s volume of Select 
Cases in Chancery. After all this litigation the history of this 
second manor becomes somewhat obscure, but early in the following 
century Hall Place reappears, now in possession of the family of 
Wykes which was connected by marriage with Thomas Cromwell, 
Earl of Essex. Afterwards it was purchased by the Dean of St. 
Stephen’s College at Westminster and by him granted to his college. 
At the Dissolution of the colleges and chantries it passed into the 
hands of the Crownand being granted out eventually came, at the 
beginning of the seventeenth century, after a succession of different 
owners, into the possession of William Minterne, who afterwards 
had a grant of the principal manor, since which the history of Hall 
Place as a separate manor comes to an end. 

In its later history Thorpe has had a number of distinguished 
residents. From one of these, the late Mr. G. E. Cokayne 
(“G. E. C.”), to whose memory the present work is dedicated, 
Mr. Turner has obtained much of the interesting and valuable 
genealogical information with which his work abounds. 

The book contains a full description of the church, the archi- 
tectural part from the pen of our member, Mr. P. M. Johnston, 
with an account of its former vicars, its charities, monuments, 
inscriptions and the like, and of the parish register. Many of the 
ancient place and field names are referred to in the course of the 
work, and not infrequently Mr. Turner is able to identify them with 
their names to-day. An appendix gives all such names which 
appear in the fourteenth-century court rolls. It is to be hoped 
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that, if and when the more dignified edition of this history that has 
been desiderated above appears, it will be accompanied with a 
good scale map of the parish. The two small plans of the northern 
and southern halves which are given here are too sketchy to enable 
the reader to follow the author’s identifications of the place names. 


M. S. G. 


By-ways in the History of Croydon. By Clarence G. Paget. 
With twelve illustrations. Price 1s. 34. Croydon, 1929.—Croydon 
is to-day so much in the van of modern progress and in the pro- 
cess has been able to conserve so few monuments of its ancient 
history that we heartily welcome this attempt to bring home to 
its inhabitants the fact that it has had a past and one of no ordinary 
interest. Although from its price the book is evidently intended 
to appeal to a wide and popular circle of readers and is written 
throughout in an eminently readable style, it is nevertheless the 
result of much original research in unpublished documents and has 
been compiled with no little scholarship. 

The twelve chapters of which it consists deal with a variety of 
incidents of local interest largely gathered from the legal pro- 
ceedings of the Courts of Chancery and Exchequer, the State Papers 
and other manuscripts at the Public Record Office, from wills at 
Somerset House, from the MSS. at Lambeth Palace and other 
sources. In the first two chapters the writer treats of Bygone 
Croydon generally, the first dealing with the town itself and the 
second with the more rural part of the parish which lies outside 
the town. In the latter, Mr. Paget has made good use of the valu- 
able MS. collection of terriers and surveys of the archbishop’s 
lands dating from the year 1493 preserved in Croydon Library. 
The chapter entitled “‘ A Cardinal’s Intervention ’’ shows how a 
former vicar of Croydon in 1529 stood up against the redoubtable 
Wolsey in defence of a widow’s rights. There are three chapters 
dealing very thoroughly with different aspects of Croydon history 
during the Interregnum in which Mr. Paget has been able to make 
use, amongst other materials, of that little worked source known 
as the Commonwealth Exchequer Papers at the Record Office. 
The association of William Harvey, the discoverer of the circula- 
tion of the blood, with Coombe in the parish is interesting. In such 
chapters as those on “‘ A Gravestone witha Story ”’ and “‘ A Domestic 
Drama at Coombe” the author happily illustrates the very human 
interest often lurking in the old proceedings of the Court of Chan- 
cery, whilst the same source is mainly drawn upon for the account 
of Archbishop Wake’s water supply at the Palace. The events 
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resulting in the foundation of the charity of an earlier archbishop, 
the Whitgift Hospital, now the great archeological glory of the 
town, form the matter of the concluding chapter. 

In spite of its modest title this little book contains much that 
is a real contribution to the history of Croydon and with its inter- 
esting and well reproduced illustrations may be recommended as 
extraordinarily good money’s-worth. 


S. G. 


A Little History of the Abbey of S. Mary of Waverley. By 
Etienne Robo. E. W. Langham, printer, Farnham, 1928. Price 
1s. This is an interesting sketch of the history of the abbey in 
which such scanty material as exists is carefully collected and 
commented on in popular style. It is illustrated by four pictures. 
The writer is a zealous defender of the monks, but some of his con- 
clusions are clearly not covered by his evidence, e.g. his conclusion 
that Waverley cannot have been decadent in 1533 because two 
letters which he quotes recommended the abbot for promotion. 
The scanty facts which are given are unfavourable to the monastery. 
It had been in debt already in t290 and 1330, there were defal- 
cations in 1341, the monastic lands (contrary to the rule of the 
Order) were already in the fourteenth century being leased, and at 
the time of the Dissolution not only was the abbey in financial 
difficulties, but the number of monks, to say nothing of lay brothers, 
was not nearly half what it had been in 1187. The Valor Ecclesi- 
asticus of 1535 gives the charitable expenses as only £4 10s. 5d. (that 
is tax-free alms: see Savine in Oxford Studies in Social and Legal 
History, Voi 1, chap. iv). With regard to the monks after their 
dispersion, those who remained in religion no doubt ultimately got 
pensions and probably as many as possible were put into livings. 
For it was usual to saddle the new owner with the burden of the 
pension, and presentation to a living was a convenient way of 
escape (see “The Dispossessed Religious’ in Essays in History 
presented to Reginald Lane Poole). 
H. 1. 


The Strip Map of Oakley Reynes, 1795: with an introduction 
to the study of Field Maps. By G. Herbert Fowler. This, which 
forms Part I of Vol. II of the Quarto Memoirs of the Bedfordshire 
Historical Record Society, is a most interesting and valuable work. 
The map is about two-thirds of the size of the original (which 
measures 6 feet 5} inches by 3 feet 5 inches) and has been photo- 
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lithographed from a tracing made by Dr. Fowler. It reproduces 
nearly everything in the original except the colours and a few 
items of information which are accessible in a Terrier of 1799. It 
need hardly be said that a detailed map of a parish on this scale 
made before enclosure had obliterated the traces of the old system 
of agriculture is of very great historical interest, and Bedfordshire 
appears to possess no less than sixteen such maps, though none 
like this has ever been published before. We in Surrey can only 
envy such wealth. The map shows all the separate strips, and the 
terrier the number of “ lands’ or sections in each strip, and from their 
size and situation and the nature of the ground Dr. Fowler is able 
to attempt a reconstruction of the agricultural history of the parish. 
His introduction, though being necessarily short it makes state- 
ments which are open to controversy, is admirably clear and help- 
ful to those who desire to study the problems of early agriculture 
and village settlement. 


H. i. 


A few Notes on Banstead Downs, with some remarks on the 
Epsom races in olden times, and a short description of Nonsuch 
Palace and its surroundings, with a view of the Palace, by H. B. 
Sutton, William Pile, 1928. Price 6d. (Later Edition, 1929, by 
Harold Bawtree. Price 1s. 6d.) 

This little pamphlet contains some interesting suggestions as 
to old roads and tracks over the Downs, with remarks as to pre- 
historic river-courses, and to tumuli, hillocks and mounds. A 
caveat, however, with regard to the present surface of the Downs 
is necessary, as it was terribly cut up at the time that the railway 
was made, and some of the existing irregularities of surface may 
be due to the proceedings of those who constructed the line. The 
parts of the pamphlet relating to Epsom races and Nonsuch are 
mostly based on printed authorities. The reproduction of 
Hoefnagle’s print of Nonsuch Palace is, considering the size and 
price of the pamphlet, remarkably good. 
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